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NORTH HOUSTON HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT – PUBLIC MEETING 4 

 
AGENCY AND PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
 
 
 
A variety of methods were available to the agencies and public for submitting comments. 
 

• Emailed Comments:  Comments could be emailed to the Texas Department of 
Transportation at – HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov. 

 
• Mailed Comments:  Comments could be mailed to – Director of Project 

Development, Texas Department of Transportation, P.O. Box 1386, Houston, Texas 
77251. 

 
• Website Comments:  Comments could be submitted through the project website – 

www.lH45northandmore.com (through the "Comment/Contact Us" tab). 
 

• Meeting Comments:  Comment forms were provided at the Public Meeting 4 
registration table, and a comment box was available for collection. (Comment forms 
provided at the public meeting could also be emailed or mailed to TxDOT.) 

 
 
Comments received from Public Meeting 4 are presented in this appendix. The comments 
have been separated into four groups based on the type of comment received: 
 

- Email Comments 

- Mail Comments 

- Website Comments 

- Public Meeting Comments (Comment Forms) 
 
The individual comments within each group are identified by a letter corresponding to the 
type of comment (E – Email, M – Mail, W – Website, PM – Public Meeting Comment Form), 
followed by a number that represents the sequential numbering of the comments in the 
group (e.g., E 151, E 152, etc.). Comments consisting of multiple pages are further 
identified with an individual page number (e.g., E 161-1, E 161-2, etc.). The assigned 
number is a continuation of the numbering from Public Meeting 3. The identifying letters and 
numbers (the Comment Code) are located at the bottom right-hand corner of each comment 
page, with the exception of the Website comments, which are labeled in the upper right 
portion of each comment. 
 
The Comment Index lists the commenters’ names in alphabetical order and identifies 
each comment by its unique Comment Code. 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

ELECTED OFFICIAL COMMENTS 
E 195 Campos Ariana Rep. Jessica Farrar Elected  5/30/2015 

E 248 Peruchini Jerry Mayor Pro-Tem Ed Gonzalez Elected  5/29/2015 
            

AGENCY COMMENTS 
M 48 Clark Alan H-GAC Agency 5/28/2015 

E 193 Monhite Amar 
City of Houston Planning & 
Development Dept. Agency 5/29/2015 

W 681 Reyes Frumencio 
Greater Northside Management 
District Agency 5/31/2015 

E 194 Reyes Frumencio 
Greater Northside Management 
District Agency 5/29/2015 

M 49 Reyes Frumencio 
Greater Northside Management 
District Agency 5/29/2015 

E 190 Thomas Gary H-GAC Agency 5/29/2015 
E 290 Trevino Robert METRO Agency 6/2/2015 

  
ORGANIZATION COMMENTS 

M 38 Alexander Michael Bel Emanuel Holdings LLC Organization 5/6/2015 

W 697 
Blazek 
Crossley Jay HoustonTomorrow Organization 5/31/2015 

W 698 
Blazek 
Crossley Jay HoustonTomorrow Organization 5/31/2015 

E 191 Blitzer Mary BikeHouston Organization 5/29/2015 
M 37 Burke Lucky Reader's Wholesale Distributors Organization 4/29/2015 
E 196 Butsch Catherine Houston Parks Board Organization 5/31/2015 
E 262 Butsch Catherine Houston Parks Board Organization 5/29/2015 

E 289 Caul Carol 
Citizens' Transportation 
Coalition Organization 5/31/2015 

PM 146 Cavazos Sylvia Civic Board Member Organization 4/30/2015 
E 245 Clark Tim Cypress Real Estate Advisors Organization 5/29/2015 
M 46 Clark Tim Cypress Real Estate Advisors Organization 5/29/2015 

W 552 Collins Michael Refinery Restaurant Organization 5/18/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

PM 65 Cuevas Pablo On Power Organization 4/23/2015 
PM 116 Dang David Restaurant owner Organization 4/30/2015 
E 206 Dornbusch Tom SN22 Council Organization 5/31/2015 
E 243 Drake James J.A. Drake Companies, Inc. Organization 5/29/2015 
PM 92 Fernandez III Nelson A. Business owner Organization 4/28/2015 

PM 114 Fudge Dawn Last Concert Café Organization 4/30/2015 
E 167 Gattis Tory Editor, Houston Strategies Blog Organization 5/3/2015 
E 170 Gattis Tory Editor, Houston Strategies Blog Organization 5/4/2015 
PM 81 Gattis Tory Editor, Houston Strategies Blog Organization 4/28/2015 

W 667 Houston Becky 
President of Friends of 
Woodland Park, Inc. Organization 5/31/2015 

E 192 Hupp Steve Bayou Preservation Association Organization 5/30/2015 
E 223 Lee Robert S. White Oak Bayou Association Organization 5/31/2015 

PM 115 May John M&T International, Inc. Organization 4/30/2015 

W 675 McConn Tim 
Woodland Heights Civic 
Association Organization 5/31/2015 

PM 64 Meeks 
Rev. Randall 
C. A/G Church Organization 4/23/2015 

E 188 Michaelides Evan First Ward Civic Council Organization 5/27/2015 
W 629 Newport Jonathan Houston First Corporation Organization 5/29/2015 
W 504 Pannell Ellen Brookfield, Property Manager Organization 5/4/2015 
E 185 Parker Wendy Germantown Historic District Organization 5/18/2015 

PM 108 Patel Hasud Business owner Organization 4/30/2015 
PM 109 Patel Hasud Business owner Organization 4/30/2015 
PM 110 Patel Hasud Business owner Organization 4/30/2015 
W 628 Payne Michael A BikeHouston Organization 5/29/2015 
W 632 Preston Stephen Northline Commons, LLC Organization 5/29/2015 
E 244 Preston Stephen Northline Commons, LLC Organization 5/29/2015 
W 551 Ramirez Patricia Shave Barber Organization 5/18/2015 
E 163 Richards Mike Shamrock Machinery Company Organization 4/24/2015 

PM 103 Robison Ann Montrose center Organization 4/30/2015 
W 621 Rutledge Patrick W. Friends of Woodland Park, Inc. Organization 5/29/2015 
E 205 Rutledge Pat  Friends of Woodland Park, Inc. Organization 5/31/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

E 272 Rutledge Pat Friends of Woodland Park, Inc. Organization 5/29/2015 
E 215 Silcocks Kristina Carl B. Zucker ETB, LLC Organization 5/31/2015 
M 47 Sutton Alex North Houston Association Organization 5/20/2015 

W 553 Weissgerber Hans Royal Bavaria Company Organization 5/18/2015 
E 224 Weston Jim I-45 Coalition Organization 5/31/2015 
E 225 Weston Jim I-45 Coalition Organization 5/31/2015 
M 40 Zak Greg Dixon Motors Organization 4/28/2015 

PM 129 Zucker Brad Business owner Organization 4/30/2015 
            

INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
W 679 Abbott Ashley E.   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 586 Ackley Benjamin 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 574 Adams Craig   Individual 5/28/2015 
E 228 Adams Conway 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

PM 104 Aguilar Johnny   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 126 Aguilar Sr. Johnny 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 523 Ahmadi Saman   Individual 5/8/2015 
E 174 Alexander Michael 

 
Individual 5/6/2015 

E 283 Almond Anna   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 492 Alvarado Elaine 

 
Individual 5/1/2015 

W 581 Andrew Bob   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 533 Antley Britt 

 
Individual 5/13/2015 

W 512 Arnold Christopher   Individual 5/5/2015 
E 208 Atkinson Alan 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 509 Bailey James   Individual 5/5/2015 
PM 82 Baker Alan 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

PM 99 Bard Laura   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 100 Bard Scott 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

E 155 Barnum Daniel   Individual 4/28/2015 
PM 70 Bautista Jr. Raul 

 
Individual 4/23/2015 

W 454 Benitez Victor   Individual 4/26/2015 
E 220 Bennett Donna 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

PM 117 Bernlo 
Elizabeth 
Garcia   Individual 4/30/2015 

W 583 Bieber Kennan 
 

Individual 5/28/2015 
W 477 Bingham Bradley   Individual 4/29/2015 
W 501 Blair Sandra 

 
Individual 5/4/2015 

W 666 Blake Frank   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 227 Blake Frank 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

PM 125 Blieden Mervyn   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 130 Blieden Mervyn 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 137 Blieden Mervyn   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 476 Block Eric  

 
Individual 4/29/2015 

W 461 Boisseau Charles   Individual 4/27/2015 
W 467 Bond Claudia 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 571 Borstmayer Erin   Individual 5/28/2015 
E 165 Boubel Smith Jeannine 

 
Individual 4/29/2015 

PM 122 Bowlin Mike   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 452 Bradshaw Joe 

 
Individual 4/26/2015 

PM 79 Bratsen Steve   Individual 4/28/2015 
PM 132 Briedel William H. 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 75 Broussard Matt   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 654 Brown Bonnie 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 234 Brown Bonnie G.   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 497 Bryn Peter 

 
Individual 5/2/2015 

PM 119 Budker Bart   Individual 4/30/2015 

E 156 Burke 
Kristen & 
Kevin 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

PM 95 Buruum Dan   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 676 Butler Katherine L. 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 212 Butler Katherine L.   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 485 C Nina 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 510 Cafferky Sean   Individual 5/5/2015 
W 472 Campestre Alison 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

PM 121 Carranco Richard A.   Individual 4/30/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 453 Carvajal Nicolas 
 

Individual 4/26/2015 
E 179 Cates Ann   Individual 5/15/2015 
E 233 Charles Eloise 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

W 641 Cho Peter   Individual 5/29/2015 
PM 107 Cho Sharon 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 111 Cho Marena   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 113 Cho Peter 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 133 Chong Lin   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 525 Cintron Rose 

 
Individual 5/9/2015 

W 610 Clark Florence   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 267 Clark Florence 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 268 Clark Florence   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 269 Clark Florence 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 585 Coburn Ross   Individual 5/28/2015 
PM 88 Cognata Thomas 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 480 Connett Diana   Individual 4/30/2015 
E 264 Consolvo Wayne 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 534 Cook Jacqueline   Individual 5/13/2015 
M 39 Cook Jacqueline 

 
Individual 4/29/2015 

W 579 Cornejo Josh   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 588 Cornejo Jennifer 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 618 Craig Carly   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 566 Crippen Louis 

 
Individual 5/26/2015 

E 218 Cross Renee   Individual 5/31/2015 
E 221 Cross Stan 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 503 Culver Doug   Individual 5/4/2015 
W 602 Currier Helen 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 608 Dailey Scott   Individual 5/29/2015 

W 531 Danna 
Phyllis & 
Greg 

 
Individual 5/12/2015 

M 44 Danna 
Phyllis & 
Greg   Individual 5/15/2015 

W 473 Davis Blaine 
 

Individual 4/29/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 587 Davis Beth   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 636 Davis Jeanette 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 239 Davis Jeanette   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 259 Demar Hall Maureen 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 637 Derry Jon    Individual 5/29/2015 

E 240 
Dethloff 
Grenne Chris 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 483 Devries Ronald   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 72 Deyo Jason 

 
Individual 4/23/2015 

PM 73 Diaz Alex   Individual 4/23/2015 
E 288 Dilbeck Jeremy 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 648 Dirst Matthew   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 693 Dominguez Mariano 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 569 Donahue Kay E.   Individual 5/27/2015 
E 157 Donahue Kay 

 
Individual 4/29/2015 

E 158 Donahue Kay   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 498 Donovan Matthew 

 
Individual 5/2/2015 

PM 91 Douglas Allen   Individual 4/28/2015 
E 278 Dower Margaret 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 642 Doyle Theresa   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 238 Dubec Jeri 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 216 DuCroz Diana   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 495 Duke Virginia 

 
Individual 5/1/2015 

W 639 Durbin Donna   Individual 5/29/2015 
PM 112 Dvoretzky Rachel 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 536 Eddins Rachel   Individual 5/13/2015 
W 589 Edsall Julie 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

E 151 Ellis Mary   Individual 4/29/2015 
E 285 Emde Katy 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 286 Emde Katy   Individual 5/31/2015 
PM 102 Emde Katy 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 699 Emde Katy   Individual 5/31/2015 
E 270 Engle Justin 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
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comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

E 201 Espinosa Estella   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 482 Field Carole 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

E 275 Filipow Sean   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 529 Fischer Stephen 

 
Individual 5/11/2015 

E 211 Fischer Stephen   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 653 Fitzgerald Christine 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 235 Fitzgerald Christine   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 606 Flowers Steve  

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 652 Fortes Paul   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 484 Foster Eva 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 67 Gamill Cecil   Individual 4/23/2015 
PM 120 Garcia David A. 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 139 Garcia M. Robert   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 142 Garcia Marlene 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 542 Garcia-Prats Mark   Individual 5/15/2015 
W 701 Garrett David   Individual 6/1/2015 
W 620 Garwood Will 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

PM 134 Garza Janie   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 611 Gentile Joseph 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 688 George Maria   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 689 George Peter 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 690 George Maria   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 691 George Peter 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 493 Glazner Kim   Individual 5/1/2015 
W 464 Glynn Peter 

 
Individual 4/27/2015 

E 271 Goings Tim   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 202 Goldsmith Anne 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 609 
Gonzalez 
Ahumanda Carlos   Individual 5/29/2015 

E 226 Graham Susan 
 

Individual 5/30/2015 
W 532 Greenspan Marcus   Individual 5/13/2015 
W 695 Greenspan Heather 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

PM 135 Griffith Rob   Individual 4/30/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
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comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 614 Gue Jerel 
 

Individual 5/29/2015 
W 615 Gulec Ozge   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 651 Gulec Ozge 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 273 Hall 
William 
Blake   Individual 5/29/2015 

W 635 Harris Margaret A 
 

Individual 5/29/2015 
W 702 Harrison Abby   Individual 6/1/2015 
W 475 Hart Maureen   Individual 4/29/2015 
E 152 Hart Maureen 

 
Individual 4/29/2015 

M 41 Hart Milby   Individual 5/7/2015 
W 570 Hawkins Kendall 

 
Individual 5/27/2015 

W 535 Hayslip Mary   Individual 5/13/2015 
W 660 Hayslip Mary 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

PM 98 Hayslip Mary   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 703 Heger Wendy   Individual 6/1/2015 
E 291 Heger Wendy   Individual 6/1/2015 
E 253 Helm Tom   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 274 Hendricks Julie 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 489 Henke Greg   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 686 Henn Lydia 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

PM 85 Henn Lydia   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 634 Henry Mary Lou  

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 458 Heredia Natalia   Individual 4/26/2015 
W 568 Hernandez Martha 

 
Individual 5/27/2015 

W 685 Hernandez Grace   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 584 Hesser William   

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 526 Hoffman Kevin J   Individual 5/10/2015 
M45 Hoffman Kevin J 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 659 Holden Stacy   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 630 Horton Otis 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 479 House Jennifer   Individual 4/29/2015 
W 468 Howe Cymene 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 543 Howe H Milton   Individual 5/17/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
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comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 647 Hoyt Sharon 
 

Individual 5/30/2015 
W 625 Hysinger Larry   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 644 Jander Stefan 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 229 Joachim Kathy   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 230 Joachim Kathy 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

W 558 Johnson Aaron   Individual 5/20/2015 
W 607 Jones Renate 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 700 Jones Stephanie   Individual 5/31/2015 
E 281 Joseph Gijo 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

E 263 Keeling Ken   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 530 Kellogg Paul   

 
Individual 5/12/2015 

W 670 Kelly David   Individual 5/31/2015 
E 213 Kern Nancy 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 255 Killian Robert   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 694 King Kathryn 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 664 Klein Barry   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 466 Kline Erin 

 
Individual 4/27/2015 

W 576 Knape Patrick   Individual 5/28/2015 
M 43 Knapp Karin 

 
Individual 5/13/2015 

PM 127 Koevigs John   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 128 Koevigs John 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 600 Kraft Michelle   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 540 Krouskop Sara  

 
Individual 5/14/2015 

W 623 Kwari Andy   Individual 5/29/2015 
PM 77 Large Monte 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

PM 84 Large Monte   Individual 4/28/2015 
E 176 Larimore James 

 
Individual 5/5/2015 

W 490 LaRotta Alex   Individual 5/1/2015 
E 203 Lawler Patricia 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 207 Lawler Mary   Individual 5/31/2015 
PM 66 Lee Ji 

 
Individual 4/23/2015 

W 619 Lennon Patti   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 180 Lenz Paula 

 
Individual 5/14/2015 
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Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

E 184 Lenz Paula   Individual 5/20/2015 
W 617 Lerma Pfeifer Diana 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 463 Liffman Carol    Individual 4/27/2015 
W 465 Liffman Paul M 

 
Individual 4/27/2015 

PM 90 Lilley Jim   Individual 4/28/2015 
PM 148 Lindner J. Fred 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 605 Lindow Jr. Kenneth T   Individual 5/29/2015 

E 154 Lindsay 
Lee & 
Lauren 

 
Individual 4/29/2015 

E 260 Lindsay Larissa   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 261 Lindsay Lauren 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 277 Lindsay Lee   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 505 Link David 

 
Individual 5/4/2015 

W 442 Livingston J   Individual 3/26/2015 
W 444 Livingston J 

 
Individual 4/10/2015 

E 265 Locks Joseph   Individual 5/29/2015 

W 631 Lohr 
Alvina & 
Roger 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 655 Long John   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 656 Long John 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

W 657 Long John   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 658 Long John 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

PM 87 Longoria Marc   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 511 Lousteau Elizabeth 

 
Individual 5/5/2015 

E 258 Lowe Pam   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 160 Loya Lisa 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 593 Lunstroth Jost   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 680 Lunstroth Jost 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 616 Lynch Sandra   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 254 Lynch Sandra 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 252 M Jamie   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 622 Mahler Monique 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 478 Mann Lisa   Individual 4/29/2015 
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The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
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Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 507 Marshall Rex 
 

Individual 5/5/2015 
W 508 Marshall Rex   Individual 5/5/2015 
E 280 Martin Cindy 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 527 Martinec Lonne   Individual 5/11/2015 

W 626 
Martinez 
Perry Mary Louise 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 217 Mastal Megan   Individual 5/31/2015 
PM 138 Mastal Megan 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 669 Mastal Megan   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 594 McCarra Travis 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 580 McKenna Audrey   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 640 Mclemore Mel 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 562 McSherry Jim   Individual 5/22/2015 
W 450 McWhorter William A. 

 
Individual 4/25/2015 

W 515 Meaney Robert   Individual 5/6/2015 
E 183 Mendoza Angie 

 
Individual 5/15/2015 

PM 86 Mendoza Marina   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 563 Merrick Tami 

 
Individual 5/24/2015 

E 197 Merrick Tami   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 282 Merrick Tami 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

PM 143 Merritt Tim   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 564 Meyer Neal 

 
Individual 5/25/2015 

W 678 Meyers Martha   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 673 Michaelides Evan 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 674 Michaelides Evan   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 683 Michaelides Laura 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 200 Middleton Joseph   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 671 Miles Karen 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 524 Miller Andrea   Individual 5/9/2015 
W 677 Minton Martha 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

PM 106 Minton M   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 123 Mireles Herminia 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

E 171 Mladenka Blaise   Individual 4/30/2015 
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letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 446 Morales Ignacio 
 

Individual 4/15/2015 
W 447 Morales Jesus   Individual 4/20/2015 
W 554 Morris David B. 

 
Individual 5/19/2015 

W 613 Moschioni John   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 198 Moss Louise 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 487 Mueller Deborah   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 672 Murphy Sean 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 279 Muscara Joe   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 604 Myers Rodrick 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 704 Nagai Tyler   Individual 6/1/2015 
W 684 Nelson Jennifer   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 633 Newton Michael D 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 559 Nguyen Hai   Individual 5/21/2015 
W 599 Niemann Katie 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

E 182 Norboge Nick   Individual 5/14/2015 
W 451 Norton Joseph 

 
Individual 4/26/2015 

W 663 Norton Joseph   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 650 Nosser Elaine 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

W 548 O'Connor Mike   Individual 5/18/2015 
W 549 O'Connor Mike 

 
Individual 5/18/2015 

W 550 O'Connor Mike   Individual 5/18/2015 
W 555 O'Connor Mike 

 
Individual 5/19/2015 

W 556 O'Connor Mike   Individual 5/19/2015 
W 627 O'Connor Mike 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

PM 101 O'Connor Terry   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 545 O'Connor Thomas 

 
Individual 5/18/2015 

E 214 Olds Rosalinda   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 638 O'Michael Michelle 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 612 Orseck Ellen   Individual 5/29/2015 
PM 71 Ortiz Oscar 

 
Individual 4/23/2015 

W 541 Oshman Mollie   Individual 5/15/2015 
E 257 Parente Nicola 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 459 Patel Jay   Individual 4/26/2015 
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PM 76 Patel Bimal 
 

Individual 4/28/2015 
W 567 Pedigo Joseph   Individual 5/27/2015 
W 661 Penton Misha 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 236 Pieszchala Tim   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 169 Piette Dan  

 
Individual 4/23/2015 

PM 89 Piette Dan   Individual 4/28/2015 
PM 97 Pitauiak Erik 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 572 Pohl Bob   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 557 Poplaski Timothy 

 
Individual 5/20/2015 

E 204 Proctor Rob   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 514 Public Joe Q. 

 
Individual 5/5/2015 

W 449 Radtke Nathan   Individual 4/24/2015 
W 456 Ragsdale Jeffrey 

 
Individual 4/26/2015 

E 246 Raimond Randy   Individual 5/29/2015 
PM 131 Ramirez Anartaeo 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 457 Rao-Delgado Toni   Individual 4/26/2015 
W 522 Rathke Christina   Individual 5/8/2015 
W 578 Reid Jared   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 520 Reiser Andrew   Individual 5/8/2015 
PM 68 Requena Maria G.   Individual 4/23/2015 
E 181 Reyna Rebecca 

 
Individual 5/18/2015 

W 595 Richter Coyia   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 455 Rigdon Sarah 

 
Individual 4/26/2015 

W 502 Riojas Ryan   Individual 5/4/2015 
W 474 Robinson Erica 

 
Individual   

W 486 Robinson Clay   Individual 4/30/2015 
W 649 Rodewald Allan 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 222 Roe Janet   Individual 5/31/2015 
E 276 Roe Janet 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 177 Roque Jonathan   Individual 5/11/2015 
W 471 Rowland K 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 682 Rubio Tony   Individual 5/31/2015 
PM 105 Rubio Antonio 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 
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W 496 Ruiz Armando   Individual 5/1/2015 
W 443 Ruple Reid 

 
Individual 4/8/2015 

W 601 Ruple Reid   Individual 5/28/2015 
E 162 Salazar Alberto 

 
Individual 4/24/2015 

W 539 Schmitt Tracie L   Individual 5/14/2015 

W 481 
Schultz-
Ormond Patricia 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

E 172 Schwaller Sarah   Individual 5/1/2015 
W 596 Schwark Darryl 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 528 Self Ronnie   Individual 5/11/2015 
W 662 Self Ronnie 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 178 Self Ronnie   Individual 5/11/2015 
W 577 Sengvong Linda 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 491 Sevilla Jessica   Individual 5/1/2015 
W 488 Seyer Will  

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 643 Shepard Tom   Individual 5/30/2015 
PM 78 Shepard Tom 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 692 Shephard Chris   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 665 Shumway L Dawn 

 
Individual 5/30/2015 

E 231 Shumway Dawn   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 603 Sigler Georgianne 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 494 Silhavy Justin   Individual 5/1/2015 
W 561 Slotboom Oscar 

 
Individual 5/21/2015 

E 186 Slotboom Oscar   Individual 5/19/2015 
E 187 Slotboom Oscar 

 
Individual 5/21/2015 

M 50 Slotboom Oscar   Individual 5/21/2015 
PM 74 Slotboom Oscar 

 
Individual 4/23/2015 

W 598 Smith Donald   Individual 5/28/2015 
E 247 Smith Frances 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

PM 83 Smith, Jr. Edgar   Individual 4/28/2015 
E 250 Snider Susan 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 251 Snider Susan   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 284 Snyder Paula 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 
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W 448 St. Michael Sue   Individual 4/24/2015 
W 591 Stephenson Chad 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

E 159 Sternfels Melissa   Individual 4/28/2015 
E 209 Strawn Sabrina 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

W 469 Streckfuss Andrew   Individual 4/28/2015 
W 445 Sutter Ronald 

 
Individual 4/13/2015 

E 241 Tate William   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 513 Tattersall Ted 

 
Individual 5/5/2015 

PM 140 Tello Lynnette O.   Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 141 Tello Michael 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

E 210 Tesar Debbie   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 687 Thornsen Jesse 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

E 153 Tollett JoAnn   Individual 4/29/2015 
W 590 Touchstone Kelli 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

E 249 Trevino Deyadira   Individual 5/29/2015 
E 266 Trevino Deyadira 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 175 Trout Emily   Individual 5/5/2015 
E 256 Trout Emily 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

E 232 Valliant Darlene   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 161 VanElswyk Abram 

 
Individual 4/27/2015 

W 560 Verrett Len   Individual 5/21/2015 
W 517 Vice Nathaniel 

 
Individual 5/8/2015 

W 592 Villaescusa Julie   Individual 5/28/2015 
PM 124 Virden John 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 462 Walker Caroline   Individual 4/27/2015 
E 168 Wallace Connie 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

W 544 Watson Tim   Individual 5/18/2015 
PM 96 Webb Jarret 

 
Individual 4/30/2015 

E 173 Welch Mark   Individual 5/1/2015 
E 242 Weston Jim 

 
Individual 5/29/2015 

W 582 White Ron   Individual 5/28/2015 
W 470 Whitsett Jeff    Individual 4/28/2015 
W 573 Whitsett Jeff   Individual 5/28/2015 



16  

COMMENT INDEX 
AGENCY & PUBLIC COMMENTS 

NORTH HOUSTON HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT – PUBLIC MEETING 4 

The following is an index of comments submitted. Each comment has a code that begins with a letter. The 
letter identifies the source of the comment, and indicates where the comment is located in Appendix H: 
Emailed (E), Mailed (M), Website (W), and Written and Submitted at the Public Meeting (PM). The 
comments are sorted alphabetically by last name. 
Comment 

Code Last Name First Name Affiliation Type Date 

W 575 Whitsett Jeff 
 

Individual 5/28/2015 
E 287 Whitten Jill   Individual 5/31/2015 
E 199 Wilborn Brice 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

M 51 Wilburn Daniel   Individual 6/22/2015 
W 519 Williams LaVerne A.   Individual 5/8/2015 
E 219 Williams Julie 

 
Individual 5/31/2015 

PM 69 Williams Russell   Individual 4/23/2015 
W 506 Wolf Bill 

 
Individual 5/5/2015 

W 546 Woods Steven Paul   Individual 5/18/2015 

W 547 Woods 
Kimberly 
Ann 

 
Individual 5/18/2015 

PM 93 Woods 
Kimberly 
Ann   Individual 4/28/2015 

PM 94 Woods 
Dr. Steven 
Paul 

 
Individual 4/28/2015 

W 624 Woodson Norman   Individual 5/29/2015 
W 597 Wurzbach A 

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 645 Wylie Matthew   Individual 5/30/2015 
E 164 Wylie Matthew G. 

 
Individual 4/24/2015 

M 42 Wylie Matthew G.   Individual 4/24/2015 
W 516 Yong Alice 

 
Individual 5/8/2015 

W 521 Yong Emily   Individual 5/8/2015 
W 537 Zacarias Felix 

 
Individual 5/13/2015 

W 538 Zacarias Felix   Individual 5/13/2015 
E 189 Zieben Lee   

 
Individual 5/28/2015 

W 668 Zievert Calvin   Individual 5/31/2015 
W 460 

 
Isaiah 

 
Individual 4/27/2015 

W 499   Abby   Individual 5/4/2015 
W 500 

 
Abby 

 
Individual 5/4/2015 

W 518   Martin   Individual 5/8/2015 
W 565 

 
Robert 

 
Individual 5/26/2015 

W 646   Colin   Individual 5/30/2015 
W 696 

 
Nicola  

 
Individual 5/31/2015 
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E 166   Thomas   Individual 4/5/2015 
E 237 

   
Individual 5/30/2015 

PM 80       Individual 4/28/2015 
PM 118 

   
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 136       Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 144 

   
Individual 4/30/2015 

PM 145       Individual 4/30/2015 
PM 147   Alfonzo   Individual 4/30/2015 

 
 
 



Email Comments 

  



From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:51:55 PM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:50 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 10:42 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Ms. Mary Ellis
Address:
 Houston, TX 77008

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Construction
Complaint: No

Nearest Major City: Houston

Comment: I am writing in support of turning the Pierce Elevated into Pierce Skypark as proposed by
architects Page Southern Page.  Linear parks are already a part of the Houston makeup with greenbelts
meandering around our bayous.  The proposed Pierce Skypark would fit right in to utilizing all the space
we can to make our city more green & more livable.

Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:43:07 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:50 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Pierce Elevated
 
 
 

From: Milby Hart  
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 10:59 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Elevated
 
To Whom It May Concern:
The Pierce Elevated does not need to be demolished.  It is too expensive to do that and it is
also part of Houston history.  The idea of a Pierce skypark is great! More green, more bikes,
more walking.
Maureen Hart
9435 Portal Dr
Houston, TX 77031

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:42:13 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:49 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Pierce Skypark / Reoute of I-45
 
 
 

From: Jo Tollett  
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:35 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Skypark / Reoute of I-45
 
April 29, 2015
 
It is thrilling to see in today’s Houston Chronicle the fabulous idea of turning the Pierce
Elevated into a linear park. Now you’re talking. To keep the Pierce Elevated is to keep a
small part of Houston’s history, add valuable elevated space to view the city and fireworks,
extend the work of the Buffalo Bayou restoration park project and so much more. About 15
years ago, another group of forward thinking architects reimagined how Main Street could
look. Drawings that accompanied the article showed the Pierce Elevated fitted with high
rounded railings to simulate mountains. These were not unlike the look of the Hazard Street
Bridge over Hwy 59. It looked fantastic! The article noted that since Houston had no
mountains, we had to manufacture our own.
We have a beautiful city and skyline, lush and green with beautiful buildings. The Pierce
Skyway would really enhance the visitors and residents experience when living or visiting our
city.
Opportunities like the skypark do not come around very often, if ever. Count me in as
another citizen who would vote for the Pierce Skypark! Please give careful consideration to
this lovely idea.
 
Jo Ann Tollett
Native Houstonian

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:41:04 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:49 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Proposed changes to Germantown
 
 
 

From: Lauren Lindsay  
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 8:52 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Proposed changes to Germantown
 

Dear TxDOT project Team: 
 
I am a resident of the Woodland Heights and am extremely concerned about the recent proposed
design of the additional street, removed access to I-45, and changed use of North St. in our
beautiful neighborhood, which spans from North Main, 1-45 to the East, I-10 to the South and
Studemont to the West.  We walk to Travis Elementary School each day and have noticed the
increase in traffic with the additional housing development in our area, and the Greystar project
will add volumes to this.  Additional traffic diverted through the neighborhood will make it even
less safe to continue to walk through our neighborhood.  
 
While we appreciate that the City of Houston is rapidly growing, those of us who made the
affirmative choice to invest in Houston and HISD by living in our diverse urban core should not be
forced to sacrifice the community we have built together.  We feel this change would adversely
affect the quality of live in our neighborhood.  
 
In unity with my neighbors, I ask that your team take into consideration the following:
 

1) Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 (and the North St
bridge) to North St (west of I-45). This design needlessly removes trees and land and
increases traffic noise issues for our residents on Alma and E Woodland. This would make
North St a dead-end and would stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Ave

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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through Germantown neighborhood to access I-45. The North St bridge could also be a
one-way (eastbound only), since there would be no reason for west-bound access on the
North St bridge.
 
Germantown is a protected historic district, not freeway access road.  

 
2) Our preferred choice: Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Ave
to route to North St, retain the northbound Houston Ave traffic as it is now which directly
access I-45 southbound via a frontage road/feeder. The North Street bridge could also be
demolished. It is a rarely used bridge and there is no neighborhood continuity from east of
I-45 to Germantown. In the 1960's, over 100 homes were demolished to construct I-45 and
that bridge was constructed in an attempt to reconnect the neighborhoods - this idea did not
transpire per their plan and the east side of 1-45 has deteriorated considerably and has
drawn commercial properties along N. Main St. (There is also another commercial property
being constructed (an 1800 occupancy music hall/tavern at the corner of N/ Main and
North St) which is not conducive to the neighborhood’s residential character. Demolition
of the North Street bridge would keep the commercial properties separate from the
residential, and save Woodland Heights (Germantown) residents from the threat of traffic
and parking during the music hall's weekly events, as well as retain some of our noise-
reducing trees and land on the east side of the Woodland Heights. Retaining the
northbound Houston Ave traffic would also allow quicker/easier access to I-45, as we are
used to, rather than driving through neighborhoods either east or west of the neighborhood
to get back to the N. Main entrance onto I-45 south.

 
Thank you for your consideration of this important matter.
 
Lee and Lauren Lindsay
2808 Morrison St.
Houston TX 77009
 
 
Lauren G. Lindsay, CFP
Director of Financial Planning
Personal Financial Advisors
www.mypfa.com
direct: 985 773 0014
fax: 985 635 4660
 

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:39:04 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:48 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
 
 

From: Daniel Barnum  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 8:02 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
3 main comments:

1. If you are going to do this, please do it right.  By right, I mean well designed from an
aesthetic viewpoint, which is quite unlike most TxDOT projects in the Houston region.
 If you want to know what well designed highways look like, go to Colorado or
California or Europe.  In those places, they believe that if they have to have a bridge or
highway or overpass, then it might as well be beautiful to look at and a pleasure to
drive on. Not much of our highway infrastructure meets that qualification.

2. Personally, I would rather the $6+ Billion be spent on rail — light rail, commuter rail,
freight rail — and pedestrians and cyclists than on roads.  If we did that, we would not
need so much roads.

3. If it all actually gets built, please rethink the revisions to I-69/US 59 around Midtown.
 The current design isolates the area from the south and east, preventing those of us
who live in Midtown form easily walking or biking to Hermann Park, the Museum
District, or the Medical Center to the south or TSU or U of H to the east.  Compare the
crossings of the Eastex Freeway from Downtown and Midtown to the east; what do
you have against Midtown?

Other comments: don’t forget the future Blue (University) Light Rail Line where it will cross
US 59; thank you for listening to our comments regarding the route through the Near
Northside; please take into consideration that 20 years from now we may have driverless cars
and other automated vehicles that won’t need so much road space.
 
Thank you,
 
Dan Barnum
3108 Austin St.
Houston 77004

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 155



From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:38:09 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:48 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TXDOT - 1-45 and Main Street
 
 
 

From:  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 7:13 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Wendy Parker
Subject: RE: TXDOT - 1-45 and Main Street
 
 
Dear TxDOT project Team:
 
We agree on all points below.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Kristen and Kevin Burke
3118 Morrison St
Houston, TX 77009
 

From: 
To: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
CC: 
Subject: TXDOT - 1-45 and Main Street 
Date: Tue, 28 Apr 2015 15:37:54 +0000

Dear TxDOT project Team: 
 
I am a resident of the Woodland Heights and am extremely concerned about the recent
proposed design of the additional street, removed access to I-45, and changed use of North
St. in our beautiful neighborhood, which spans from North Main, 1-45 to the East, I-10 to the
South and Studemont to the West.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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While we appreciate that the City of Houston is rapidly growing, those of us who made the
affirmative choice to invest in Houston and HISD by living in our diverse urban core should
not be forced to sacrifice the community we have built together.
 
In unity with my neighbors, I ask that your team take into consideration the following:
 
1) Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 (and the North St
bridge) to North St (west of I-45). This design needlessly removes trees and land and
increases traffic noise issues for our residents on Alma and E Woodland. This would make
North St a dead-end and would stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Ave through
Germantown neighborhood to access I-45. The North St bridge could also be a one-way
(eastbound only), since there would be no reason for west-bound access on the North St
bridge.
 
Germantown is a protected historic district, not freeway access road.  
 
2) Our preferred choice: Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Ave
to route to North St, retain the northbound Houston Ave traffic as it is now which directly
access I-45 southbound via a frontage road/feeder. The North Street bridge could also be
demolished. It is a rarely used bridge and there is no neighborhood continuity from east of I-
45 to Germantown. In the 1960's, over 100 homes were demolished to construct I-45 and that
bridge was constructed in an attempt to reconnect the neighborhoods - this idea did not
transpire per their plan and the east side of 1-45 has deteriorated considerably and has drawn
commercial properties along N. Main St. (There is also another commercial property being
constructed (an 1800 occupancy music hall/tavern at the corner of N/ Main and North St)
which is not conducive to the neighborhood’s residential character. Demolition of the North
Street bridge would keep the commercial properties separate from the residential, and save
Woodland Heights (Germantown) residents from the threat of traffic and parking during the
music hall's weekly events, as well as retain some of our noise-reducing trees and land on the
east side of the Woodland Heights. Retaining the northbound Houston Ave traffic would also
allow quicker/easier access to I-45, as we are used to, rather than driving through
neighborhoods either east or west of the neighborhood to get back to the N. Main entrance
onto I-45 south.
 
Thank you for your attention is this matter.
 
Melissa Sternfels
2623 Morrison
Houston, Texas 77009
 
 

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:37:20 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:43 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Altering Character of Germantown and Woodland Heights Historic District
 
 
 
From: Kay Donahue  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 2:46 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail; Wendy Parker
Subject: Altering Character of Germantown and Woodland Heights Historic District
 
A workable design, such as the Hwy 59 solution between Houston Downtown and the West
Loop, was designed to protect the surrounding neighborhoods.
 
Making Germantown Historic District, and Woodland Heights Historic Districts open to
highway access, would destroy the character and integrity of these Historic Districts.
 
Houston Heritage, and huge areas of beautiful environment very rare now in an urban
setting, will be further degraded.
 
Please alter plans to protect, not degrade, our neighborhood.
 
Kay Donahue
126 Payne Street
Houston, Texas  77009

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:35:33 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:40 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: I 45 Expansion through Historic Germantown District
 
 
 
From: Kay Donahue  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 11:14 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail; Wendy Parker
Subject: I 45 Expansion through Historic Germantown District
 

Dear TxDOT project Team: 

I am a resident of the Historic Germantown neighborhood situated between Houston Avenue
and I 45.
 
The residents of the Germantown area between N. Main and Parkview Streets as well as
residents of neighboring Woodland Heights are extremely concerned about the recent
proposed design of the additional street, removed access to I-45, and changed use of North St
in our neighborhood.
 
We ask that you take into consideration the following:
 
1) Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 (and the North St
bridge) to North St (west of I-45). This design needlessly removes trees and land and
increases traffic noise issues for our residents on Alma and E Woodland. This would make
North St a dead-end and would stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Ave through
Germantown neighborhood to access I-45. The North St bridge could also be a one-way
(eastbound only), since there would be no reason for west-bound access on the North St
bridge.  
 
2) Our preferred choice: Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Ave
to route to North St, retain the northbound Houston Ave traffic as it is now which directly
access I-45 southbound via a frontage road/feeder. The North Street bridge could also be
demolished. It is a rarely used bridge and there is no neighborhood continuity from east of I-
45 to Germantown. In the 1960's, over 100 homes were demolished to construct I-45 and that
bridge was constructed in an attempt to reconnect the neighborhoods - this idea did not
transpire per their plan and the east side has deteriorated considerably and has drawn
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commercial properties along N. Main St. (There is also another commercial property being
constructed (an 1800 occupancy music hall/tavern at the corner of N/ Main and North St)
which is not conducive to the neighborhoods residential character. Demolition of that bridge
would keep the commercial properties separate from the residential and save the residents
from the threat of too much traffic and parking from the music hall's weekly events as well
as retain some our noise-reducing trees and land on the east side of our neighborhood. It
would also allow quicker/easier access to I-45, as we are used to, rather than driving through
neighborhoods either east or west of the neighborhood to get back to the N. Main entrance
onto I-45 south.
 
Thank you for your attention is this matter. We hope that you will take these proposals into
serious consideration.
 
As a resident of Germantown, the environmental impact of such traffic and noise, is of deep
concern.  Any directed traffic through our neighborhood by going through Houston Avenue
and North Street, would be devastating.
 
Kay Donahue
126 Payne Street
Houston, Texas  77009

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:34:38 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:39 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TXDOT - 1-45 and Main Street
 
 
 

From: Melissa Sternfels  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 10:38 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Wendy Parker
Subject: TXDOT - 1-45 and Main Street
 

Dear TxDOT project Team: 
 
I am a resident of the Woodland Heights and am extremely concerned about the recent proposed
design of the additional street, removed access to I-45, and changed use of North St. in our
beautiful neighborhood, which spans from North Main, 1-45 to the East, I-10 to the South and
Studemont to the West.
 
While we appreciate that the City of Houston is rapidly growing, those of us who made the
affirmative choice to invest in Houston and HISD by living in our diverse urban core should not be
forced to sacrifice the community we have built together.
 
In unity with my neighbors, I ask that your team take into consideration the following:
 

1) Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 (and the North St
bridge) to North St (west of I-45). This design needlessly removes trees and land and
increases traffic noise issues for our residents on Alma and E Woodland. This would make
North St a dead-end and would stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Ave
through Germantown neighborhood to access I-45. The North St bridge could also be a
one-way (eastbound only), since there would be no reason for west-bound access on the
North St bridge.
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Germantown is a protected historic district, not freeway access road.  

 
2) Our preferred choice: Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Ave
to route to North St, retain the northbound Houston Ave traffic as it is now which directly
access I-45 southbound via a frontage road/feeder. The North Street bridge could also be
demolished. It is a rarely used bridge and there is no neighborhood continuity from east of
I-45 to Germantown. In the 1960's, over 100 homes were demolished to construct I-45 and
that bridge was constructed in an attempt to reconnect the neighborhoods - this idea did not
transpire per their plan and the east side of 1-45 has deteriorated considerably and has
drawn commercial properties along N. Main St. (There is also another commercial property
being constructed (an 1800 occupancy music hall/tavern at the corner of N/ Main and
North St) which is not conducive to the neighborhood’s residential character. Demolition
of the North Street bridge would keep the commercial properties separate from the
residential, and save Woodland Heights (Germantown) residents from the threat of traffic
and parking during the music hall's weekly events, as well as retain some of our noise-
reducing trees and land on the east side of the Woodland Heights. Retaining the
northbound Houston Ave traffic would also allow quicker/easier access to I-45, as we are
used to, rather than driving through neighborhoods either east or west of the neighborhood
to get back to the N. Main entrance onto I-45 south.

 
Thank you for your attention is this matter.
 
Melissa Sternfels
2623 Morrison
Houston, Texas 77009
 
 

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:31:19 PM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:38 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 12:59 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Name:  Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Public Transportation
Complaint: No

Nearest Major City: Houston

Comment: Re: Proposed reconfiguration of I-45 south from Beltway 8 to downtown Houston.

I say no to this project. By the time this project is finished, traffic will have increased so much that little
to no improvement will result.

Commuter rail is badly needed; no, it won't solve all transportation needs, but pouring more concrete
isn't the answer.

Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:30:32 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:27 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: IH 45 North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments
 
 
 

From: Abram VanElswyk  
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 1:13 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: IH 45 North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments
 
I would like to submit the following comments on the IH 45 North Houston Highway
Improvement Project.
 
Full disclosure: As a consulting engineer, I am presently performing work for TxDOT. I also
may benefit monetarily from this project, if my firm is awarded part of the PS&E.
 
Comments:
 
SEGMENT I
 
1. The proposed managed lane does not interface with IH 610. Instead, there is a slip ramp
between Tidwell and Parker; this forces 610-bound traffic to exit to the general purpose
lanes and then merge across six lanes of traffic in approximately 1.3 miles. This weaving
movement will impact capacity and will also lead to reduced revenue. In particular,
northbound traffic exiting at Beltway 8 (including all airport trips) will be less inclined to use
the managed lane if they've already traveled as far north as Tidwell.
 
It is my opinion that the existing METRO ramps at North Shepherd and Riggs obviate the
need for the slipramps. In lieu of such, I would request that TxDOT consider adding a second
set of direct connectors at IH 610, so that North Loop traffic can access the managed lanes
directly. A prototype for this sort of multiple/parallel DC configuration can be found in the
interchange between Interstates 110 (Harbor Fwy) and 105 (Century Fwy) in Los Angeles.
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SEGMENT II
 
2. Despite substantial right-of-way acquisition, the IH 610/IH 45 interchange direct
connectors retain the existing capacity constraints; for instance, the DCs from EB and WB
610 to SB 45 neck down to a single lane prior to merging with the mainline. IH 45 and the
North Loop provide an alternate route to 290 during periods of heavy congestion on IH 10.
It would be advantageous to retain the two lanes throughout the entire length of the direct
connectors between from IH 45 NB to IH 610 WB, and from IH 610 EB to IH 45 SB. The
additional lanes added by the DC to IH 45 SB can be dropped by reversing the ramp
between Cavalcade and Patton.
 
3. METRO recently completed a major reimagining of their bus route network. The existing
left turn from NB Houston Avenue to NB Main Street will be used by one of their longest
local routes, the 44-Acres Homes, which stretches 22 miles from Downtown to near
Tomball. The currently-proposed closure of this movement will create confusion and delay.
For this reason, I would request that the existing configuration be retained. While this
slightly complicates the signal timing compared to the stock Texas Diamond, the benefits to
transit riders will be substantial.
 
SEGMENT III
 
4. The proposed IH 45 Managed Lanes should be connected to the proposed SH 288
Managed Lanes, to provide a continuous crosstown route. Downtown Houston employment
is growing slower than the region as a whole. Downtown also has the highest transit mode
share, and additional rail lines are planned. Already, the reverse commutes (PM inbound) on
the Southwest and Katy freeways within 610 are worse than the traditional commutes (PM
outbound). The freeway system should be oriented towards crosstown and regional traffic,
as these trips are unlikely to be made on transit.
 
One option for connecting the SH 288 managed lanes to the IH 45 managed lanes is to
widen the proposed trench adjacent to the GRB Convention Center, possibly tucking some
lanes under the frontage roads (similar to what is proposed at Houston Avenue, or Dallas's
Central Expressway). However, a less expensive option would be to repurpose the existing
Pierce Elevated structure as a managed lane facility. This would add six lanes of crosstown
capacity, and would allow Texas Medical Center traffic to bypass the merging and weaving
movements that exist where US 59 joins SH 288.
 
5. There was formerly a rail line which crossed US 59 in the vicinity of Runnels Street.
Multiple studies by the Gulf Coast Rail District have proposed to reactivate this connection
as part of any of several future commuter rail projects. In the long term, it would save a lot
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of money if the revised US 59/IH 45 design were designed to allow two or three tracks to
pass under at this location. This could be shown as "potential future rail connection" on the
preliminary/schematic design.
 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.
 
Regards,
 
Abram VanElswyk, PE (TX, PA), MBA
PO Box 501, Houston TX 77001
713.899.9685

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:25:15 PM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:17 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

-----Original Message-----
From: alberto@bondaxis.com 
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 1:20 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Mr. alberto salazar
Address:
 2279 jean st
 houston, TX 77023

Phone:
 (713) 924-3995

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Construction
Complaint: No

Nearest Major City: Houston

Comment: I-45 new plans doesn't include any lanes for rail. I know METRO hasn't asked. Just build the
rail lane from Hobby to Downtown then on to IAH. Use the Hardy tollway ROW and please don't say the
specs don't fit.
When are is TXDOT going to come out of the STONE AGE and quit forcing everyone to drive.
The toy trains METRO builds are worthless nowhere.

Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comment
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:23:32 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:17 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Segment 2: I-610 to I-10
 
 
 

From: Mike Richards  
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 10:46 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Segment 2: I-610 to I-10
 
Dear Sirs –
My wife and I own a 30,000 sq ft crane-served high-bay warehouse located at 3200 North Fwy,
77009 listed in the property records under the name of Richards Family Trust. We also own
Shamrock Machinery Company, which does business at this address. Shamrock Machinery Company
sells to machine shops in Houston and other parts of the country. So 99.9% of our customers
approach us from major freeways. We built this building in 1981, specifically for our type of
business, which requires an overhead crane with 28’ hook height.
We have the following concerns about the Segment 2 proposed recommended alternative.
 

-        Customer and truck access.
o    The nearest I-45 northbound exit appears to be Main Street, 1.6 miles south of our

building. If customers or trucks miss this exit (before they see us, if they can see us)
then the next possible exit appears to be Crosstimbers, 2.5 miles north of our
building. This will certainly hurt customer traffic and also be inconvenient for trucks.
See my truck comments below.

o    The nearest I-45 southbound exit appears to be Eichwurzel Lane, north of our
building. If customers or trucks miss this exit (before they see us, if they can see us)
then the next possible exit appears to be Wrightwood Street, 2.4 miles south of our
building. This will certainly hurt customer traffic and also be inconvenient for trucks.
See my truck comments below.

o    The nearest I-45 northbound entrance appears to be Eichwurzel Lane. This is
convenient for customers but not necessarily for trucks. See my truck comments
below.

o    The nearest I-45 southbound entrance is either by left turns on the frontage under
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the I-45/I-610 interchange or right turns into the neighborhood behind us and under
I-45 at Link Road. This is not possible for trucks. See my truck comments below.

o    The truck access to I-610 may not be possible for our trucks because the frontage
road passes underneath the I-45/I-610/I-59 interchange. See my truck comments
below.

-        Trucking considerations
o    We sell industrial equipment that can weigh as much as 80,000 lbs and have a truck

load height of 17’. Of course this must be done on 18-wheel trucks with 40’ to 50’
long trailers. We have barely enough room for trucks to back into our building off the
frontage road. If the frontage road is moved nearer to the warehouse door, then
trucks will no longer be able to back in.

o    Over-height loads leaving on the northbound I-45 frontage road are already
constricted due to the light rail on Fulton. But the proposed alternative will require
trucks to follow the frontage road and pass under the I-45/I-610/I-59 interchange. I
assume the legal height at this underpass will be 14’. The alternative is to route
trucks through neighborhood streets east of our building. These streets are probably
not rated to 80,000 lbs loads and are narrow two-lane streets. Continuing east to
Fulton no longer helps since the light rail has reduced the lane width to one lane.
Backing down the northbound feeder will be no longer be a reasonable option since
the nearest I-45 northbound entrance is at Patton, 1.2 miles south of our building.

-        Disruption of business
o    Work on the I-45/I-610/I-59 interchange will close the I-45 northbound frontage

road. I really don’t know how we will get 18-wheelers out of our building during
construction.

-        Resale value and taxes
o    This building is a 25T crane-served high-bay warehouse and was built in 1981 for

storing large heavy industrial equipment. The proposed alternative is going to
severely limit that use not only for Shamrock Machinery Company but for any other
businesses that wish to take advantage of a high bay warehouse with a 25T crane.
So our resale value for the building will be impacted.

o    Visibility to I-45 traffic. Our property has a higher tax rate because we are on I-45 and
supposedly are more visible. In the meantime the city has planted trees between us
and the freeway. Your alternative will make us even less visible and therefore take
away the visibility advantage of being on I-45.

o    Property taxes do not rise and fall with earnings. At the same time that our business
income and our resale value are negatively impacted, our tax value is not likely to
fall. The proposed alternative could quite possibly drive us out of business and force
us to sell the building at a reduced price.

-        State purchase or our property
o    I know that Houston needs to continue to grow, but I believe our business and our

property will be severely impacted by the proposed alternative. Who could we talk
to about the possibility of a state purchase of our land and building?

 
 
Regards,

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 163-2



 
Mike Richards
Shamrock Machinery Company
3200 North Fwy
Houston, TX 77009
713-699-3355
Email:
 
 

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comment
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:18:38 PM
Attachments: TxDot - 24 April 2015.pdf

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:17 PM
To: Pat Henry; Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: IH-45 Houston Avenue Reconfiguration / Impact on Germantown Historic District
 
 
 

From: Matthew G. Wylie  
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 10:02 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: IH-45 Houston Avenue Reconfiguration / Impact on Germantown Historic District
 
Greetings,
 
Please see attached letter with comments on the IH-45 project.
 
Thank you.
 
Matthew G. Wylie
Attorney at Law
713-383-7199 Phone
713-490-3378 Fax

Talk. Text. Crash.
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Matthew G. Wylie 


Attorney & Counselor at Law 


2910 Houston Avenue 


Houston, Texas  77009 


 713.383.7199 Phone  


 713.490.3378 Facsimile   


 mwylie@wylie—law.com   


 
24 April 2015 


 


TxDOT District Office, Director of Project Development 


P.O. 1386 


Houston, Texas 77251-1386 


VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 


COPY VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL 


 


Re: Proposed IH-45 Routing of Houston Avenue and Impact on Germantown Historic District 


 


Dear Sir or Madam: 


 


Germantown Historic District is a historic district designated by the city of Houston bounded roughly by 
Parkview St on the south, Houston Avenue on the west, I-45 on the east and Alma Street on the north. 
Germantown is primarily single-family residences. 
 
The redesign of Houston Avenue immediately south of North Main will have the effect of routing all 
traffic from Houston Avenue bound for I-45 through Germantown on local streets to cross the North 
Street bridge.   
 
The redesign of Houston Avenue will cause significant traffic to use North Street (west of I-45) (as well as 
other streets in Germantown, including Payne Street, Alma, and E Woodland Streets) as a cut-through 
from Houston Avenue to the proposed northbound service road of I-45.  North Street and the reminder 
of Germantown consists of residential streets designated as 'Local Streets' by the City of Houston (in its 
MTFP).  ‘Local Streets’ are only intended for access to individual properties, not as thoroughfares. 
 
See attached Diagram A for the likely resulting cut-through. 
 
Please consider the following alternative options: 


1. Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 [and the North Street 
bridge] to North Street (west of I-45).  This would make North Street west of I-45 dead-end and 
would stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Avenue through the Germantown 
neighborhood to access I-45.  The north-street bridge could also be one-way (eastbound only), 
since there would be no reason for west-bound access on the North Street bridge.  There is no 
neighborhood continuity from east of I-45 to Germantown, and east of I-45 is not included in 
the Germantown historic district.  See Diagram B. 
 


2. Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Avenue northbound to route to 
North Street bridge, route Houston Avenue northbound directly to I-45 southbound onramp. 
 The North Street bridge could also be demolished since it is rarely used and there is no 
neighborhood continuity between the east of I-45 (which is a combination of apartments, 
commercial buildings and a proposed music venue being built in the next year) and 
Germantown (which is primarily single-family residential). See Diagram C. 


 


Diagrams of the proposed alternative suggestions are also attached for your reference. 
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Thank you for your consideration.  Please contact me at 713-383-7199 or mwylie@wylie-law.com if you 


have any questions. 


 


Very truly yours, 


 
Matthew G. Wylie 


 


Diagram A – “Official” path to IH-45 and likely cut-through based on proposed design. 


 
  



mailto:mwylie@wylie-law.com





Diagram B – Alternative Suggestion #1 


 
 


Diagram C – Alternative Suggestion #2 
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Matthew G. Wylie 

Attorney & Counselor at Law 

2910 Houston Avenue 

Houston, Texas  77009 

 713.383.7199 Phone  

 713.490.3378 Facsimile   

    

 
24 April 2015 

 

TxDOT District Office, Director of Project Development 

P.O. 1386 

Houston, Texas 77251-1386 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

COPY VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL 

 

Re: Proposed IH-45 Routing of Houston Avenue and Impact on Germantown Historic District 

 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

 

Germantown Historic District is a historic district designated by the city of Houston bounded roughly by 
Parkview St on the south, Houston Avenue on the west, I-45 on the east and Alma Street on the north. 
Germantown is primarily single-family residences. 
 
The redesign of Houston Avenue immediately south of North Main will have the effect of routing all 
traffic from Houston Avenue bound for I-45 through Germantown on local streets to cross the North 
Street bridge.   
 
The redesign of Houston Avenue will cause significant traffic to use North Street (west of I-45) (as well as 
other streets in Germantown, including Payne Street, Alma, and E Woodland Streets) as a cut-through 
from Houston Avenue to the proposed northbound service road of I-45.  North Street and the reminder 
of Germantown consists of residential streets designated as 'Local Streets' by the City of Houston (in its 
MTFP).  ‘Local Streets’ are only intended for access to individual properties, not as thoroughfares. 
 
See attached Diagram A for the likely resulting cut-through. 
 
Please consider the following alternative options: 

1. Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 [and the North Street 
bridge] to North Street (west of I-45).  This would make North Street west of I-45 dead-end and 
would stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Avenue through the Germantown 
neighborhood to access I-45.  The north-street bridge could also be one-way (eastbound only), 
since there would be no reason for west-bound access on the North Street bridge.  There is no 
neighborhood continuity from east of I-45 to Germantown, and east of I-45 is not included in 
the Germantown historic district.  See Diagram B. 
 

2. Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Avenue northbound to route to 
North Street bridge, route Houston Avenue northbound directly to I-45 southbound onramp. 
 The North Street bridge could also be demolished since it is rarely used and there is no 
neighborhood continuity between the east of I-45 (which is a combination of apartments, 
commercial buildings and a proposed music venue being built in the next year) and 
Germantown (which is primarily single-family residential). See Diagram C. 

 

Diagrams of the proposed alternative suggestions are also attached for your reference. 

 

 

mailto:HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
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Thank you for your consideration.  Please contact me at 713-383-7199 or  if you 

have any questions. 

 

Very truly yours, 

 
Matthew G. Wylie 

 

Diagram A – “Official” path to IH-45 and likely cut-through based on proposed design. 
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Diagram B – Alternative Suggestion #1 

 
 

Diagram C – Alternative Suggestion #2 
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comment
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 2:04:36 PM
Attachments: image001.gif
Importance: High

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:12 PM
To: Kelly Lark; Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 North Work
Importance: High
 
Public comment:
 

From: Jeannine Boubel Smith  
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:49 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 North Work
Importance: High
 
I applaud your decision to expand I-45 North due to ever increasing traffic!! 
 
However, I hope you will reconsider adding the section from Beltway 8 to the Grand Parkway to the
scope of work.  This section is already very crowded and adding capacity to the south of this section,
without improving this section, will not be good at all.  You will just be creating another pinch point
that will make the traffic on I-45 North from BW 8 to SH99 even worse.
 
The Katy freeway expansion was done all the way to 99 (Grand Parkway), so the North freeway
should be no different. 
 
Thank you, Jeannine Smith
 
Jeannine Boubel Smith, P.E.
Director of Curriculum – Economics & Finance and Multidiscipline Programs
 

 
5599 San Felipe, Suite 100
Houston, Texas, 77056
Direct: 713-513-2210
Mobile: 281-389-1940

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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Email:   

 

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2015 8:30:04 AM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: Pat Henry
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 6:53 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Comment

Sent from my iPad

> On Apr 6, 2015, at 10:41 AM, Kelly Lark <Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov> wrote:
>
> Should we respond to this or include it as part of the public meeting comments?
>
> Kelly Lark
> Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
> (713) 802-5989
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Pat Henry
> Sent: Monday, April 06, 2015 10:38 AM
> To: Kelly Lark
> Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
>
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: HOU-PIOWebMail
> Sent: Monday, April 06, 2015 10:30 AM
> To: Pat Henry
> Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
>
> fyi
>
> Kristina Hadley
> Public Information Office
> TxDOT-Houston District
> Phone: (713) 802-5076
> Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
>
> Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
> Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: T 
> Sent: Sunday, April 05, 2015 5:22 PM

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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> To: HOU-PIOWebMail
> Cc:

> Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
>
> Greetings,
>
> My comments are in regards generally to certain major aspects of the North Houston Highway
Improvement Project, and specifically to minor, possibly overlooked details that need to be considered
when implementing your preferred and final design schematics for I-45 and associated freeways.
>
> Working north from the Pierce elevated, I favor the increased capacity (any alternative considered
needs to have increased capacity), alternative 12 design that will allow one single, four lane elevated
structure going along the east side of downtown for I-45 north, and one single, four lane elevated
structure going along the current alignment for I-45 south, along with the parkway design for Pierce
Pkwy.  There should also be consideration to trench I-45 south along the southern edge of downtown,
to better highlight the proposed parkway, and open up the connection between the downtown and
midtown neighborhoods even more.  The redesign will also hopefully eliminate any and all exits from the
left lane.  It should go without saying (but will say it anyway) that any reconstruction around the
downtown loop needs to have better connector/distributor lanes and ramps to more seamlessly allow
traffic to navigate from one freeway to another, along with the  traffic from the surrounding streets. 
Adequate connector/distributor ramps, along with sufficient auxiliary lanes to allow for better merging,
are just as important as the redesign of the primary roadway itself.
>
> I admit that I have not thoroughly studied every design of every segment of this project, but I am
under assumption that the North Freeway/North Loop interchange will be completely rebuilt, with
connecting frontage roads for each freeway, and the elimination of the left lane exits.  Again, once you
reach the never ending sprawl of the north side, the freeway redesign should exhibit larger inside
shoulders, along with full auxiliary lanes between entrance and exit ramps.  If there will be no more
additional thru lanes than four with all of the added capacity going toward widening the frontage roads
(along with reducing the flooding that occurs on said roads) and the managed lanes, auxiliary lanes
from entrance ramp to exit ramp are crucial lanes needed to allow traffic to/from the frontage road to
merge in an adequate amount of time and space.  To briefly expound on frontage road intersections
with cross streets, please add dedicated right turn lanes at  all intersections, which was something
missing from the Katy Freeway rebuild.  Also, please add sidewalks to the ADA mandated ramps, that at
least go to an adjoining property.  It makes no sense to build a ramp that someone in a wheelchair
can't even use when the ramp goes directly into a pole, grass, or a ditch.
>
> What I feel is possibly the most overlooked part of this entire project is at the North Freeway and
Hwy 249.  Hwy 249, from the beltway to the North Freeway, should become a super-street, similar to
the design found on South Main south of 610.  This design will allow for thru traffic to flow from the
North Freeway to the current freeway section of 249 without needing to go through signalized
intersections.  There should also be one direct connector going northbound from the North Freeway
onto 249 north, and also one direct connector going southbound from 249 south onto the North
Freeway southbound.  249, which turns into the Tomball or Aggie Tollway around Spring Cypress and is
projected to extend out to at least Magnolia, will be a vital game changer in removing cars from not
only I-45, but also 290.  This direct alternative will remove cars from I-45, that would normally continue
traveling north to reach the beltway or 1960, or even the future  Grand Pkwy, to reach destinations that
can be reached using Hwy 249.  Within the grand scheme of this entire project, this relatively small
inclusion could have a major positive impact in regards to better distributing the mass of traffic, since
mass transit via light or commuter rail is on nobody's radar for the northern ends of the metro area.
>
> Thank you for your reaching out to the public to garner suggestions and ideas from those that travel
these freeways everyday.  Also thank you for your time in reading my comments.  I will not be able to
attend the upcoming pubic meetings, but it is my hope that my suggestions will be considered and
possibly implemented, once the realization of how 249 can help 290 and I-45.
>
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> Thomas
>
Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 166-3



From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Monday, May 04, 2015 8:52:04 AM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Sunday, May 03, 2015 8:41 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: Fwd: Thoughts on TXDoT's ambitious new plan for I45N
 
Comment

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Quincy Allen <Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov>
Date: May 3, 2015 at 8:34:37 PM CDT
To: Pat Henry <Pat.Henry@txdot.gov>
Subject: FW: Thoughts on TXDoT's ambitious new plan for I45N

Fyi
 

From:  
Sent: Sunday, May 03, 2015 7:28 PM
To: Raquelle Lewis
Cc: Anita Bradley; Quincy Allen
Subject: Thoughts on TXDoT's ambitious new plan for I45N
 
Fyi
Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T

From: Tory Gattis
Sender: 
Date: Sun, 03 May 2015 23:30:49 +0000
To: 
ReplyTo: 
Subject: [Houston Strategies] Thoughts on TXDoT's ambitious new plan for
I45N
 
Before getting into this week's post, just a heads up in case you missed it: my
Good/Bady/Ugly MetroRail post from a couple weeks ago got refined into a
Sunday feature op-ed in the Chronicle today.  They even used a few of my
pictures, which was cool.  Most of the feedback on it has been quite positive.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
http://houstonstrategies.blogspot.com/2015/04/touring-metros-new-rail-lines.html
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/opinion/outlook/article/Gattis-MetroRail-the-good-the-bad-and-the-ugly-6237429.php?t=ee7347964bfda33e64&cmpid=email-premium
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/opinion/outlook/article/Gattis-MetroRail-the-good-the-bad-and-the-ugly-6237429.php?t=ee7347964bfda33e64&cmpid=email-premium
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But the real topic this week after attending the TXDoT information session at
HCC is their massive $6+ billion plan to redevelop I45N, with the much
publicized feature of routing it around the north and east sides of downtown and
closing the Pierce Elevated (more on that later).  Much less publicized but almost
as epic for many people: it also fixes the much-hated 59N bottleneck at the Spur
527 split where 5 lanes compress down to 3.  That bottleneck routinely backs up
for miles at all hours of the day, not just rush hour.  As you can see below, the
plan extends down to that part of 59, and includes burying the elevated as well as
expanding it to 5 lanes inbound and 4 lanes outbound, a significant improvement
over the 3 each direction today. (click the pics for larger versions)

 

My primary feedback to TXDoT at the information session involves the new
westside downtown connector, which is far too downtown-centric in my opinion
(see pic below).  It ignores the vast and growing populations of densifying
Midtown, Montrose, and Washington Ave that need access to these freeways
with connectors from Bagby/Brazos, Allen Parkway, and Memorial, respectively.
 Not directly connecting Allen Parkway is an especially large oversight, IMHO.
 Improving these connections will also reduce the load on I10W inside the loop,
which is where many of these people drive for freeway access today.  I'd even be
in favor of keeping the existing westside ramps/connectors as they are currently
configured for simplicity and saving money (even without a Memorial
connection).

http://www.houstonchronicle.com/news/transportation/article/I-45-moving-sinking-and-shifting-from-Pierce-6216991.php?t=042707bd35fda33e64&cmpid=email-premium
http://3.bp.blogspot.com/-h4eKhmTQli8/VUajBNSTr3I/AAAAAAAARX0/cRqcKAWFju0/s1600/TXDot%2BI45%2Bdowntown%2Bplan.jpg
http://4.bp.blogspot.com/-40YJBfkb5U4/VUajA90ENgI/AAAAAAAARXw/VI7xY8UFXM0/s1600/59N%2BTXDoT%2Bwidening%2Bplan.jpg
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My next big set of feedback involves the new I45 managed lanes, which simply
dump downtown instead of connecting through.  Most of my readers know I've
been a longtime advocate of having a comprehensive managed lane network
across the city that would enable express commuter bus services from any
neighborhood to any job center.  That would include communities on the
northside that need express commute services to the Medical Center, UH,
Greenway Plaza, or other major destinations and job centers on the southside,
and vice versa.  If the lanes terminate downtown, then that's not possible.
 TXDoT needs to adopt this comprehensive managed lane network
philosophy now (as opposed to downtown-centric), so that these lanes all
connect together over the coming decades of construction.

Since I'm sending TXDoT this blog post as official public comment/feedback,
some other smaller items of feedback are...

?        I45 needs three sustained lanes both directions all the way through
downtown, not two.

?        The new I10 express lanes on the north side of downtown crunch down
from two lanes to one on the west end near Houston Ave, which seems
like a bad bottleneck in the making.

?        Another future bottlenecks is 45 northbound where it drops from six lanes
to four at the North Main exit.  At least five of those lanes need to
continue through - crunch down shoulders if necessary in the very tight
right-of-way.

?        Runnels in the East End needs to continue to connect directly to the
feeder and the freeway entrance ramps.  Navigation (which connects to
Runnels) is a growing destination street.

Immediately after TXDoT announced this plan, two separate but similar visions
came forward for converting the closed Pierce Elevated into a park similar to the
extremely popular High Line in NYC.  My friend Oscar Slotboom of "Houston

http://4.bp.blogspot.com/-0Dq7TdTZKNc/VUajBGWp9pI/AAAAAAAARX4/MtrLcK4YEq8/s1600/TXDoT%2BI45%2Bwest%2Bside%2Bdowntown%2Bconnector%2Bplan.jpg
http://www.houstonfreeways.com/
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Freeways" book fame makes this Pierce Elevated Park proposal, and another
group has made this proposal for Pierce Sky Park.  As beautiful as the renderings
at Pierce Sky Park are, they're a little misleading since they assume the complete
closure on both the west and south sides of downtown, when TXDoT plans to
keep connector ramps to the west side, including over the bayou.  It's likely only
the south Pierce would be available for park development.  Lisa Gray gave both
proposals a great writeup in the Chronicle, and they also received editorial board
support.  I think it would be an amazing city amenity - and hope TXDoT will
take them seriously and the downtown folks will keep an open mind, no matter
how much they've wanted to bring down the Pierce Elevated for so long as a
barrier between Downtown and Midtown.  The barrier is less the structure itself
than the constant pounding of cars and trucks - converted into a quiet park along
with some enhancements underneath would remove the barrier psychology.
 Based on the NYC High Line, a park conversion instead of demolition could
pay for itself many times over with increased land values their associated
property taxes.  In fact, it could actually cost less than demolition!
"The High Line in New York City generated $500 million in tax revenue from a
$150 million investment, according to John Cryer, a spokesman for Pierce
Skypark."
My suggestion would be for the Midtown Management District to officially take
over as the champion of this Pierce park proposal, given that they both benefit
the most and can organizationally sustain the vision and the energy over the
many years it would take (the earliest it might actually happen would be the early
to mid 2020s after construction is complete and the Pierce is closed).

If you'd like to learn more about the project yourself, here's the official TXDoT
page along with this slide presentation which includes detailed renderings.
 They're taking public feedback until May 31st. 

--
Posted By Tory Gattis to Houston Strategies at 5/03/2015 06:30:00 PM
-- 
-- 
This post can also be found at
http://www.HoustonStrategies.com
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups
"Houston Strategies" email distribution group.
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 

For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/HoustonStrategies
--- 
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups
"Houston Strategies" group.
To unsubscribe from this group and stop receiving emails from it, send an email
to 
For more options, visit https://groups.google.com/d/optout.

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.houstonfreeways.com/
http://pierceelevatedpark.com/
http://www.pierceskypark.com/
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/local/gray-matters/article/What-should-Houston-do-with-the-Pierce-Elevated-6223832.php?t=4d0b8b4364fda33e64&cmpid=email-premium
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/local/gray-matters/article/What-should-Houston-do-with-the-Pierce-Elevated-6223832.php?t=4d0b8b4364fda33e64&cmpid=email-premium
http://www.chron.com/opinion/editorials/article/Pierce-redux-6229727.php
http://www.chron.com/opinion/editorials/article/Pierce-redux-6229727.php
http://www.houstonmidtown.com/
http://www.ih45northandmore.com/
http://www.ih45northandmore.com/
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/5mqut8yw3w67axn/AABfubX2xZlKibUqEMHDo2r3a?dl=0
http://houstonstrategies.blogspot.com/2015/05/thoughts-on-txdots-ambitious-new-plan.html
http://www.houstonstrategies.com/
http://groups.google.com/group/HoustonStrategies
https://groups.google.com/d/optout
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Monday, May 04, 2015 8:39:38 AM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 9:10 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: Fwd: Pierce Sky Park
 
Comment

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: James Koch <James.Koch@txdot.gov>
Date: May 1, 2015 at 9:08:14 PM CDT
To: Jessica Butler <Jessica.Butler@txdot.gov>, Pat Henry
<Pat.Henry@txdot.gov>
Cc: Jack Foster <Jack.Foster@txdot.gov>, Peggy Thurin
<Peggy.Thurin@txdot.gov>, Dione Albert <Dione.Albert@txdot.gov>, Robert
Ramirez <Robert.Ramirez@txdot.gov>, Sandra Rodriquez 

>, Sylvia Mallinger <Sylvia.Mallinger@txdot.gov>
Subject: Re: Pierce Sky Park

Pat,
We received the comment below through our UTP site.  I believe they were
trying to make a comment on your IH 45 project in HOU and not the UTP
update.  Can you please put this on your list?

Thanks for your help,
James

Sent from my iPad

On May 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Jessica Butler <Jessica.Butler@txdot.gov> wrote:
 
James, the below email came to our UTP box, but does not appear to
connect to May revisions.  Is this a TPP response or HOU District?  
 
-----Original Message-----

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:James.Koch@txdot.gov
mailto:Jessica.Butler@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Jack.Foster@txdot.gov
mailto:Peggy.Thurin@txdot.gov
mailto:Jessica.Butler@txdot.gov
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From: TPP_UTP
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 8:12 AM
To: Jessica Butler; Robert Ramirez
Cc: Sylvia Mallinger; Rodriguez, Sandra

Subject: FW: Pierce Sky Park
 
New comment in UTP inbox--not sure its related to May revision.
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Connie Wallace 
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2015 5:32 PM
To: TPP_UTP
Subject: Pierce Sky Park
 
 
Now that TxDot supports moving Highway  45 through/over
downtown Houston, please transfer ownership of Pierce elevated to
the City of Houston.   A "Pierce Sky Park" would be a wonderful
location for Houston residents and visitors to exercise and have fun.
    High Line Park is very nice (Yes, I have been there.) but the one
in Houston will be bigger and better.   After all, this is Texas!
C. Wallace
 
Sent from my iPhone

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Monday, May 04, 2015 8:25:05 AM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Sunday, May 03, 2015 8:20 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: Fwd: Congratulations, I-45 and Spur 527
 
Comment. 

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Quincy Allen <Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov>
Date: May 3, 2015 at 8:12:01 PM CDT
To: Dan Piette 
Cc: Pat Henry <Pat.Henry@txdot.gov>
Subject: RE: Congratulations, I-45 and Spur 527

Dan-
 
Thanks for your message.  I hope you and Doreen are well.
 
What’s been released are our initial plans – I will send your comment to our folks
working on this project.
 
Quincy
 

From: Dan Piette  
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 10:29 AM
To: Quincy Allen; Doreen Stoller
Subject: Congratulations, I-45 and Spur 527
 
Hi Quincy,
 
First let me offer my congratulations for your recent promotion to take over the
Houston branch of TXDot. I can’t think of a better person to be in charge here. I heard
you on Houston Matters this week, and you sounded great.
 

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
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Second, I would like to say that the initial plans for I-45 that have been published in the
Houston Chronicle look very good. I am looking forward to seeing the final design and
timing.
 
Finally, is there any way that as part of this plan that Spur 527 (where you and I first
met) could be depressed to a sub-grade freeway? That would be great for the
neighborhood.
 
I eagerly anticipate your tenure as the Houston District Engineer.
 
Best regards,
 
Dan Piette
804 Harold
Houston, TX  77006
713.922.3568

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 10:52:25 AM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 9:27 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Making Things Worse | Purple City
 
comment
 
From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 9:16 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Making Things Worse | Purple City
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Tory Gattis  
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 8:35 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Making Things Worse | Purple City
 

Please take this analysis into account as you revise the new I45N plan…

http://purple.city/2015/04/30/making-things-worse/

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
http://purple.city/2015/04/30/making-things-worse/
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 8:55:51 AM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 9:54 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
 
 
From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Blaise Mladenka  
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2015 10:38 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
Please do not demolish the Pierce elevated!  Anyone who has visited the Hi Line park
on Manhattan Island/NYC knows what a wonderful space could be built onto this
stretch of highway. What a masterpiece of public park it could be!
 
I for one, would volunteer to do whatever I could do to help make this happen and to
maintain it for the enjoyment of my fellow citizens and any visitors to our great city.
Please don't spend our state highway funds demolishing something that could
possibly cost less to redesign as a recreational/leisure space for the city of Houston.
Leonard Blaise Mladenka
4611Norhill Blvd Houston Tx 77009

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 8:54:15 AM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: Pat Henry
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 9:51 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 9:04 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Morning, FYI.

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 3:06 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Ms. Sarah Schwaller
Address:
 502 E. 12th St
Houston, TX 77008
 Houston, TX 77008

Phone:
 (832) 578-4292

Requested Contact Method:

Reason for Contact: Customer Service
Complaint: No

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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Comment: Re:I-45:Houston is one of the only large cities that does not have decent public transport.
During the planning period for the I-10 expansion, Tx-DOT and other big interests pushed back against
a light rail line, and also promised to not make I-10 a toll road. Please do not make the same mistake
with 45. We don't need more lanes, we need light-rail

Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 8:54:12 AM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: Pat Henry
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 9:50 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 9:03 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

For your response, thank you.

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 11:56 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: TxDOT Internet E-Mail

Name: Mr. mark 
Address:
 18953 bandera trail
 magnolia, TX 77355

Phone:
 (281) 239-4169

Requested Contact Method: Email

Reason for Contact: Public Transportation
Complaint: No

Nearest Major City: Houston

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 173-1



Comment: On presentation for the I45 upgrades in Hou. A couple of items Civil Eng to Civil Eng,
specifically about the section between 601 north and I10: 1)the "submerged" area, remember Allison
and "Lake" 59 at Hazard thru Montrose? 2) Little White Oak Bayou crosses this area as well at Patton
to Coronado. How will these 2 be resolved? thank you

Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 3:59:48 PM
Attachments: Letter of opposition 5-6-15.pdf

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 3:34 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Public Meeting - North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comment Form response
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 3:18 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Public Meeting - North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comment Form response
 
Fyi, thanks.
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Michael Alexander  
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 2:52 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Michael Alexander
Subject: Public Meeting - North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comment Form response
 
 
 
Michael D. Alexander
Sr. Real Estate Asset Manager
Real Estate Investment Group
 
Eaton Vance Management
Two International Place, 8th Floor

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov





































mirandac1
Typewritten Text

mirandac1
Typewritten Text

mirandac1
Typewritten Text

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 174-1



Boston, MA 02110
617-672-8613 (phone)

 
 

 Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:54:46 AM
Attachments: image003.jpg

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:42 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: I-45 at Quitman Exit Closure Proposal
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:38 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 at Quitman Exit Closure Proposal
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Emily Trout  
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 3:55 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 at Quitman Exit Closure Proposal
 
Dear TxDOT project Team: 
 
I am a resident of Woodland Heights and I am extremely concerned about the recent proposed
design of the additional street, removed access to I-45, and changed use of North St in our
neighborhood.
 
We ask that you take into consideration the following:
 

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
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1) Eliminate access from proposed southbound service road west of I-45 (and the North St bridge)
to North St (west of I-45). This design needlessly removes trees and land and increases traffic noise
issues for our residents on Alma and E Woodland. This would make North St a dead-end and would
stop traffic from cutting through from Houston Ave through Germantown neighborhood to access I-
45. The North St bridge could also be a one-way (eastbound only), since there would be no reason
for west-bound access on the North St bridge.  
 
2) Our preferred choice: Instead of building an additional service road from Houston Ave to route
to North St, retain the northbound Houston Ave traffic as it is now which directly access I-45
southbound via a frontage road/feeder. The North Street bridge could also be demolished. It is a
rarely used bridge and there is no neighborhood continuity from east of I-45 to Germantown. In the
1960's, over 100 homes were demolished to construct I-45 and that bridge was constructed in an
attempt to reconnect the neighborhoods - this idea did not transpire per their plan and the east side
has deteriorated considerably and has drawn commercial properties along N. Main St. (There is also
another commercial property being constructed (an 1800 occupancy music hall/tavern at the corner
of N/ Main and North St) which is not conducive to the neighborhoods residential character.
Demolition of that bridge would keep the commercial properties separate from the residential and
save the residents from the threat of too much traffic and parking from the music hall's weekly
events as well as retain some our noise-reducing trees and land on the east side of our
neighborhood. It would also allow quicker/easier access to I-45, as we are used to, rather than
driving through neighborhoods either east or west of the neighborhood to get back to the N. Main
entrance onto I-45 south.
 
Thank you for your attention is this matter. We hope that you will take these proposals into serious
consideration-"
 
 
 
All the Best,
 
Emily Trout
www.KaganCellars.com

713-459-8031
new main logo

 

Talk. Text. Crash.

file:////c/www.KaganCellars.com
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:52:39 AM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:38 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: I-45 project public comment
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 8:36 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 project public comment
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: James Larimore  
Sent: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 4:16 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 project public comment
 
Re: Houston’s I-45 North (& Downtown) redo
 
My comment is:
 
It seems like the cost of the North Section (I-10 to Beltway) is NOT worth it. Please come up with
cost estimates on this big managed lane thing VERSUS, “keep as it is”, basically. NOW, the “keep as it
is” is the following: one hov lane and the feeders as is. The highway needs to be fixed in Low Bridges
and in the areas where there is no breakdown next to the fast lanes (inside lane). Also (see my PS,
please).

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
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PLEASE! It seems crazy expensive!!! It seems like you-all have been planning for years and are ready
to do something. Well, just because you have been planning and having meetings for years doesn’t
mean that you can put this very very very expensive plan out to us taxpayers; please get realistic
(financially)!!!!!!!!
 
NOW, I agree that the downtown area needs this kind of money and the idea seems good (very
good, it seems). Please make sure that “the road” is big enough!!!!!! And, one comment is on the
exits to downtown from the south. Shouldn’t there be more exits? Or even some more long ramps
like I see for the 288 managed lanes?
 
Northwise; we have the Hardy. We have a dedicated HOV lane. GET MORE BUSES down those things
and keep this budget realistic.
 
Ps
 
When one is driving south on I45 and just about to hit the 610 interchange there is an entrance
ramp that needs to be closed. It is way too close to the interchange and the cars enter and cross and
basically create accidents or simply slow down the traffic. Removing this one entrance ramp will
make things much better.
 
Thank you,
 
James Larimore
2934 Smokey Forest Lane
Spring, TX 77386
 

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Monday, May 11, 2015 2:59:06 PM
Attachments: North Freeway Improvements_3rd mtg comments.pdf

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 2:24 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: North Freeway Improvements
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 11:47 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Freeway Improvements
 
Fyi, thanks.
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Jonathan Roque  
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 12:15 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Freeway Improvements
 
Good morning,
 
Attached are my comments.  Thanks for all the hard work.  Looking forward to see how Houston will
be in the future.
 
Jonathan Roque
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov



North Freeway Improvements 


Comments 


Segment 1 


Looks great! I’m not sure the business owner who placed his new building right in the middle of the new 


right of way close to W. Mt Houston on the North is going to like it though.  O_O   Yikes, not a good 


business decision. 


Segment 2 


I think everyone would be pleased with this portion for the most part.  I did notice that I45 where it 


intersects 610 bottlenecks to 3 lanes as it currently does today.  I don’t see why this is so on a major 


improvement.  I think this portion needs to increase to at least 4 lanes even with the added managed 


lanes.  I45 shouldn’t be less than four lanes with the exception of the downtown area.  I understand 


models are used to analyze traffic flow, but this seems like a bad move to me considering Houston, The 


Woodlands, and Spring are continuously growing. 


Segment 3 


I like how you guys moved I45 and depressed it along with 59.  I didn’t like the fact that I45 goes from 


four to two lanes. Seems like it would eventually be a traffic disaster (like 59 and the 527 spur is right 


now).  I noticed that I45 parallel to I10 goes from 3 to 2 lanes.  …I45 a 2 lane freeway at its smallest in 


the heart of Houston???  I also noticed that Allen Pkwy does not connect with the Direct Connectors.  


This might cause traffic to build on I45, Clay St, and Smith St. where the entrance ramp begins.  I thought 


maybe adding a ramp that connects to the Direct Connector would help or connecting W. Dallas to it.  I 


can’t see the elevation changes so not sure if that would work. 


 


Great job and thanks for all the hard work! 
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North Freeway Improvements 

Comments 

Segment 1 

Looks great! I’m not sure the business owner who placed his new building right in the middle of the new 

right of way close to W. Mt Houston on the North is going to like it though.  O_O   Yikes, not a good 

business decision. 

Segment 2 

I think everyone would be pleased with this portion for the most part.  I did notice that I45 where it 

intersects 610 bottlenecks to 3 lanes as it currently does today.  I don’t see why this is so on a major 

improvement.  I think this portion needs to increase to at least 4 lanes even with the added managed 

lanes.  I45 shouldn’t be less than four lanes with the exception of the downtown area.  I understand 

models are used to analyze traffic flow, but this seems like a bad move to me considering Houston, The 

Woodlands, and Spring are continuously growing. 

Segment 3 

I like how you guys moved I45 and depressed it along with 59.  I didn’t like the fact that I45 goes from 

four to two lanes. Seems like it would eventually be a traffic disaster (like 59 and the 527 spur is right 

now).  I noticed that I45 parallel to I10 goes from 3 to 2 lanes.  …I45 a 2 lane freeway at its smallest in 

the heart of Houston???  I also noticed that Allen Pkwy does not connect with the Direct Connectors.  

This might cause traffic to build on I45, Clay St, and Smith St. where the entrance ramp begins.  I thought 

maybe adding a ramp that connects to the Direct Connector would help or connecting W. Dallas to it.  I 

can’t see the elevation changes so not sure if that would work. 

 

Great job and thanks for all the hard work! 
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 13, 2015 9:03:15 AM

Comment. I believe this may be a repeat.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 4:46 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: IH45 north and more
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 4:03 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: IH45 north and more
 
FYI
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Ronnie Self  
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 5:39 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: IH45 north and more
 

I attended the open House on April 28th and enjoyed seeing the progress.
I am particularly interested in segment 3 and more specifically in the area where 59 and 288 merge
south of downtown - between I45 and Alabama Street.
I recommend that the freeway be suppressed deep enough and far enough to the south in this area
so that the two sides of Holman Street might someday be reconnected at grade. Reconnecting
Holman is logical since it would link the University of Houston and Texas Southern University with
the HCC main campus. A Holman connection would also generally improve links to the Third Ward. I
understand that there is already a plan to refurbish Holman Street on the Third Ward side of the
freeways.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
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I also recommend that any work in this same area would also allow for and foresee a covering of the
freeway (a park) like what is being proposed for the area adjacent to the George R. Brown
Convention Center and also what is being proposed for certain portions of Segment 2. If the
freeway were someday covered it seems logical that the covering would go up to and include
Holman Street. Covering the freeway up to Alabama Street would be even better, but I recognized
that would be difficult. This would likely require suppressing 288 for a certain distance as well. It
does appear, however, that suppressed freeways are the future trend for Houston.
For the current plans I recommend continuing the same long-span bridges and ivy-covered walls as
the suppressed portion of 59 farther to the south. The bridges are attractive. I recommend low-
noise / sound absorbing road surfaces. I DO NOT recommend tall sound walls that would block the
view of the freeway from adjoining properties or that would block the view of a future park.
Additionally and unrelated to my above comments, re-routing I45 to the north of downtown and
removing the Pierce Elevated is a bold move. I commend TXDOT. Even bolder would be to remove
all of the freeways that come through the city center and make all connections from one freeway to
another via the 610 loop, the Beltway, or the Grand Parkway. It would actually be a similar logic as
the current plan to basically merge 45 and 10 together.
Sincerely,
Ronnie Self
3308 Saint Emanuel Street
Houston, TX, 77004

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 9:35:12 AM
Attachments: North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments.doc

ATT00001.htm

Comment. This is an unsigned version of the earlier one I sent.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 11:37 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: Fwd: Comment Letter for North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Cates, Ann" 
Date: May 15, 2015 at 9:37:26 AM CDT
To: "Cates, Ann" 
Subject: Comment Letter for North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Transportation Committee Member:
 
Please find the attached letter of support for the North Houston Highway
Improvement Project.    
 
The comment period ends May 31, 2015 and since we don’t have another meeting

until June 3rd  your response is requested via email.
 
Thank you!
 

Ann Cates
Director of Membership Services
North Houston Association
16825 Northchase Drive #160
Houston, Texas 77060
O: 281-875-0660, ex 11

www.north-houston.com

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://www.north-houston.com/
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May 14, 2015

Director of Project Development

Texas Department of Transportation


P. O. Box 1386


Houston, TX 77251-1386


Re: Support for North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County, Texas

Dear Director of Project Development:


The North Houston Association (“NHA”) encompasses north Harris County and Montgomery County, and works closely with government agencies, educational institutions, business and community leaders to achieve specific goals which directly affect the quality of life in our region. Advocacy for regional mobility improvement is one of the ways NHA seeks to improve quality of life in our area. 

The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project is essential to offer congestion management, safety enhancements, and improve the mobility and operational efficiency along the I-45 corridor, including the downtown Houston area. This project includes 3 of the Top 10 most congested roadway corridors in Texas, and all segments are in the Top 30. The project is also needed to bring the roadway up to current design standards, which would improve safety and provide for more efficient movement of people and goods.

As such, NHA supports development and funding for this project, as the state’s congestion rankings underscore the critical highway improvement needs for this corridor.


NHA supports TxDOT’s project development process for this project, including the community outreach, public meetings, and agency coordination. We appreciate the opportunity to provide our comments on the North Houston Highway Improvement Project, and look forward to working with you to develop solutions to enhance the social, environmental and economic well-being of our region.

Sincerely,


____________________

_______________________

Alex Sutton 



Jon Lindsay

Chairman of the Board

 
President

NOTE: Board members Patty Matthews and Darrin Willer abstained from the Board of Directors vote to approve comments as both are actively working on this project.  

16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160, Houston, Texas 77060


Phone: 281-875-0660, www.north-houston.com 
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16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160, Houston, Texas 77060 
Phone: 281-875-0660, www.north-houston.com  

 

 
May 14, 2015 
 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P. O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 
 
Re: Support for North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County, Texas 

Dear Director of Project Development: 
The North Houston Association (“NHA”) encompasses north Harris County and 
Montgomery County, and works closely with government agencies, educational 
institutions, business and community leaders to achieve specific goals which directly 
affect the quality of life in our region. Advocacy for regional mobility improvement is 
one of the ways NHA seeks to improve quality of life in our area.  
 
The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project is essential to offer 
congestion management, safety enhancements, and improve the mobility and 
operational efficiency along the I-45 corridor, including the downtown Houston 
area. This project includes 3 of the Top 10 most congested roadway corridors in 
Texas, and all segments are in the Top 30. The project is also needed to bring the 
roadway up to current design standards, which would improve safety and provide 
for more efficient movement of people and goods. 
 
As such, NHA supports development and funding for this project, as the state’s 
congestion rankings underscore the critical highway improvement needs for this 
corridor. 
 
NHA supports TxDOT’s project development process for this project, including the 
community outreach, public meetings, and agency coordination. We appreciate the 
opportunity to provide our comments on the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project, and look forward to working with you to develop solutions to enhance the 
social, environmental and economic well-being of our region. 
 
Sincerely, 
      
____________________  _______________________ 
Alex Sutton     Jon Lindsay 
Chairman of the Board    President 
 
 
NOTE: Board members Patty Matthews and Darrin Willer abstained from the Board 
of Directors vote to approve comments as both are actively working on this project.   
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 9:32:44 AM
Attachments: FINAL North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments.pdf

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Comments Letter Attached - North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 4:11 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments Letter Attached - North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Lenz, Paula  
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 2:05 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comments Letter Attached - North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County
 
Written comments (attached) submitted for North Houston Highway Improvement Project.
 

Paula Lenz, Executive Director
North Houston Association
281.875.0660, Ext. 13
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov



16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160, Houston, Texas 77060 


Phone: 281-875-0660, www.north-houston.com  
 


 
May 14, 2015 


 


Director of Project Development 


Texas Department of Transportation 


P. O. Box 1386 


Houston, TX 77251-1386 


 


Re: Support for North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County, Texas 


Dear Director of Project Development: 


The North Houston Association (“NHA”) encompasses north Harris County and 


Montgomery County, and works closely with government agencies, educational 


institutions, business and community leaders to achieve specific goals which directly 


affect the quality of life in our region. Advocacy for regional mobility improvement is 


one of the ways NHA seeks to improve quality of life in our area.  


 


The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project is essential to offer 


congestion management, safety enhancements, and improve the mobility and 


operational efficiency along the I-45 corridor, including the downtown Houston 


area. This project includes 3 of the Top 10 most congested roadway corridors in 


Texas, and all segments are in the Top 30. The project is also needed to bring the 


roadway up to current design standards, which would improve safety and provide 


for more efficient movement of people and goods. 


 


As such, NHA supports development and funding for this project, as the state’s 


congestion rankings underscore the critical highway improvement needs for this 


corridor. 


 


NHA supports TxDOT’s project development process for this project, including the 


community outreach, public meetings, and agency coordination. We appreciate the 


opportunity to provide our comments on the North Houston Highway Improvement 


Project, and look forward to working with you to develop solutions to enhance the 


social, environmental and economic well-being of our region. 


 


Sincerely, 


 
       
____________________  _______________________ 
Alex Sutton     Jon Lindsay 


Chairman of the Board    President 


 
 


NOTE: Board members Patty Matthews and Darrin Willer abstained from the Board 


of Directors vote to approve comments as both are actively working on this project.   
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16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160, Houston, Texas 77060 

Phone: 281-875-0660, www.north-houston.com  
 

 
May 14, 2015 

 

Director of Project Development 

Texas Department of Transportation 

P. O. Box 1386 

Houston, TX 77251-1386 

 

Re: Support for North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County, Texas 

Dear Director of Project Development: 

The North Houston Association (“NHA”) encompasses north Harris County and 

Montgomery County, and works closely with government agencies, educational 

institutions, business and community leaders to achieve specific goals which directly 

affect the quality of life in our region. Advocacy for regional mobility improvement is 

one of the ways NHA seeks to improve quality of life in our area.  

 

The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project is essential to offer 

congestion management, safety enhancements, and improve the mobility and 

operational efficiency along the I-45 corridor, including the downtown Houston 

area. This project includes 3 of the Top 10 most congested roadway corridors in 

Texas, and all segments are in the Top 30. The project is also needed to bring the 

roadway up to current design standards, which would improve safety and provide 

for more efficient movement of people and goods. 

 

As such, NHA supports development and funding for this project, as the state’s 

congestion rankings underscore the critical highway improvement needs for this 

corridor. 

 

NHA supports TxDOT’s project development process for this project, including the 

community outreach, public meetings, and agency coordination. We appreciate the 

opportunity to provide our comments on the North Houston Highway Improvement 

Project, and look forward to working with you to develop solutions to enhance the 

social, environmental and economic well-being of our region. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
       
____________________  _______________________ 
Alex Sutton     Jon Lindsay 

Chairman of the Board    President 

 
 

NOTE: Board members Patty Matthews and Darrin Willer abstained from the Board 

of Directors vote to approve comments as both are actively working on this project.   
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 9:35:42 AM
Attachments: image002.gif

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 9:30 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Ramps
 
Comments
 
From: Rebecca Reyna  
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 3:18 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: RE: Ramps
 
Pat,
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit some questions/comments for clarification.
 
I placed additional comments/questions in purple in the email below as well as new
questions/comments as follows:
 
GN 1.  The alignment in Segment 1, mostly is on the west side except from Crosstimbers to 610.  I
understand that the floodway line is a major factor but with flooding already being an issue and
the fact that there has been encroachment in the floodway for years.  It seems that now is an
opportunity to mitigate in a way that is beneficial to the community.  The fact that the east side
of 45 in this section is home to many businesses that create economic growth for our area and
their loss will be deeply felt.  Community institutions such as Culinary Institute of LeNotre, CVS,
James Coney Island, and Chick-fil-a, which bring services and jobs to the area should not be lost
just because it is cheaper nor the desire to take a more conservative route in this area.  The last
two comments came from TX DOT employees at the last public meeting when asked why the loss
of so many businesses and residents.    Is there a way to look at this section with some creative
and innovative eyes. 
GN 2.  There is a consensus that as many access points as currently exist should remain whenever
possible, including the North Street Bridge which with loss of some of the access points will play
a even greater role in connecting the areas.   That being said, when there is a bridge such as
North Street and others, we request that they be designated to be rebuilt connecting our
neighborhoods in a manner of design that incorporates bike and pedestrian traffic with safety
measures for separation from car traffic and lighting. 

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
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·         Regarding Houston Avenue – what is the reasons for the stretch that is only one way. 
A two way is a more desired alternative with improvements that include but not
limited to pedestrian/bike lane, lane separation, and possible some traffic calming
treatments.

 
GN 3.  Will there be measures for sound mitigation, landscaping, beautification, and water
detention.  If so, where and when will these decisions be made. 
 
GN 4.  Please clarify that while the north bound entrance at Quitman onto 45 is eliminated, that

the exit at Quitman and the ability to turn left to access Near Northside and Castillo Community

Center remains. 

 

GN 5. There has been concerned regarding the access/exit at Link.  Link is not a major

thoroughfare and cannot handle major thoroughfare traffic.   By placing the access point at Link

has there been consideration to ways to keep major traffic from using neighborhood streets as

a major thoroughfare.

 

GN 6.  We are aware that in Segment 2 the loss of access points onto and off  45 are less in

redesign due to the commitment to remain as much as possible in the existing ROW.  If the

“cap” section were to be expanded along Segment 2, would this allow for more access points?

 
Again – thank you and I look forward to seeing you tomorrow eveing.
 
Thank you,
Rebecca
 

From: Pat Henry [mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 1:22 PM
To: Rebecca C. Reyna
Subject: Ramps
 
Please look at the below questions/answers and let me know if you have
any additional questions.
 
Q1. No "on" or "off" ramp "to" or "from" I-610 at Irvington
R1.  The revised ramping plan for access to/from Irvington:
 

Westbound I-610 from Irvington:   drivers will now access I-610 westbound using a ramp
just north of Fulton from the continuous frontage roads.  The existing ramp was shifted to
the west to eliminate weaving safety and flow issues between Irvington and the I-45/I-
610 new direct connectors

 
Eastbound I-610 to Irvington:  drivers will now exit before Airline and use the continuous
frontage roads to access Irvington and all other side streets previously not accessible. 
The Metro Rail line restricted the addition of a braided, or criss-cross ramp at the existing
ramp location vicinity of Fulton.

GN 1.  Westbound entrance – by moving it north of Fulton – has the LRT and back up of traffic been
taken into consideration.  Currently when entering to go westbound there is a need to immediately
get to left lane to access 45 South, will this still be possible?

·         Eastbound – this will be a rather long exit point to access neighborhoods.  Is there a way to

mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
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place the eastbound exit closer to the neighborhoods.  Will this mean numerous traffic
lights.  Also will the exit for Hardy still remain as is?

Q2. No Cavalcade exits off of I 45
R2:  Based on this and comments received at the public meeting, we are putting an exit ramp
back in the vicinity of the current I-45 northbound exit ramp to Cavalcade.

Q3. Some new right of way will be taken along both I-45 and I-610 in some areas.
R3.   Yes, we will need right of way at intersections and on the corners of the revised I-45/I-610
interchange.

Q4. Longer travel time for Northside residents traveling into downtown.
R4.  The traffic model shows an overall improvement to travel times for all areas accessing I-
45.  

Talk. Text. Crash.

 

 

 
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 3:24:47 PM

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments
 
 
 
From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 12:40 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 
From: Nick Norboge  
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 6:11 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Thorp, Laura - CNL
Subject: Proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments for the proposed North Houston
Highway Improvement Project.  As a proud Greater Heights resident and a registered voter, I
oppose this project.  I simply do not understand the wisdom of adding four managed lanes as
a way to solve our transportation challenges.  I believe this project is a waste of our region's
limited transportation dollars. Solving our transportation challenges through simply adding
roadway capacity will no longer solve our transportation challenges, and it is time for TxDOT
officials to recognize this.  I urge TxDOT leaders and other transportation officials to please
consider other transportation modes as our region continues to grow.
 
 

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
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Thank you, 
 
Nick Norboge
2611 Link Road
Houston, TX 77009  
 
--
Nick Norboge

(979) 739-6463

 

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 3:22:47 PM
Attachments: Comment Form 1.pdf

Comment Form 2.pdf

Comments.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Comment Forms from public meeting re: north Houston highway
 
 
 
From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 12:36 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment Forms from public meeting re: north Houston highway
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Angie Mendoza  
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 11:34 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comment Forms from public meeting re: north Houston highway
 
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 3:22:17 PM
Attachments: REVISED FINAL North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments.pdf
Importance: High

Revised Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 2:07 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: REVISED FINAL Comments for North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Importance: High
 
 
 

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 12:26 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: REVISED FINAL Comments for North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Importance: High
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Lenz, Paula  
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:23 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: REVISED FINAL Comments for North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Importance: High
 
Please find attached a REVISED comments letter from the North Houston Association regarding the
North Houston Highway Improvement Project.
 

Paula Lenz, Executive Director
North Houston Association

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov



16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160, Houston, Texas 77060 
Phone: 281-875-0660, www.north-houston.com  


 


May 20, 2015 
 
Mr. Pat Henry 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P. O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 
 
Re: Support for North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County, Texas 


Dear Mr. Henry: 
 
The North Houston Association (“NHA”) encompasses north Harris County and 
Montgomery County, and works closely with government agencies, educational 
institutions, business and community leaders to achieve specific goals which directly 
affect the quality of life in our region. Advocacy for regional mobility improvement is 
one of the ways NHA seeks to improve quality of life in our area.  
 
The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project is essential to offer 
congestion management, safety enhancements, and improve the mobility and 
operational efficiency along the I-45 corridor, including the downtown Houston 
area. This project includes 3 of the Top 10 most congested roadway corridors in 
Texas, and all segments are in the Top 30. The project is also needed to bring the 
roadway up to current design standards, which would improve safety and provide 
for more efficient movement of people and goods. 
 
As such, NHA supports development and funding for this project, as the state’s 
congestion rankings underscore the critical highway improvement needs for this 
corridor. 
 
NHA supports TxDOT’s project development process for this project, including the 
community outreach, public meetings, and agency coordination. We appreciate the 
opportunity to provide our comments on the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project, and look forward to working with you to develop solutions to enhance the 
social, environmental and economic well-being of our region. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
       
____________________  _______________________ 
Alex Sutton     Judge Jon Lindsay 
Chairman of the Board    President 
 
*NOTE: Board members Patricia Matthews, PE and Darrin Willer, PE abstained from 
the Board of Directors vote to approve comments as both are actively working on 
this project.   
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Vesta Rea-Gaubert 
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Vesta Rea & Associates, LLC 
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Klotz Associates, Inc. 
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Martin Basaldua, M.D. 
Optimal Health & Wellness Center 
PLLC 
 
Boyd Burdett 
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Brown & Gay Engineers, Inc. 
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Roy Hearnsberger, PE 
HHH Group, Inc. 
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281.875.0660, Ext. 13
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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16825 Northchase Drive, Suite 160, Houston, Texas 77060 
Phone: 281-875-0660, www.north-houston.com  

 

May 20, 2015 
 
Mr. Pat Henry 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P. O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 
 
Re: Support for North Houston Highway Improvement Project, Harris County, Texas 

Dear Mr. Henry: 
 
The North Houston Association (“NHA”) encompasses north Harris County and 
Montgomery County, and works closely with government agencies, educational 
institutions, business and community leaders to achieve specific goals which directly 
affect the quality of life in our region. Advocacy for regional mobility improvement is 
one of the ways NHA seeks to improve quality of life in our area.  
 
The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project is essential to offer 
congestion management, safety enhancements, and improve the mobility and 
operational efficiency along the I-45 corridor, including the downtown Houston 
area. This project includes 3 of the Top 10 most congested roadway corridors in 
Texas, and all segments are in the Top 30. The project is also needed to bring the 
roadway up to current design standards, which would improve safety and provide 
for more efficient movement of people and goods. 
 
As such, NHA supports development and funding for this project, as the state’s 
congestion rankings underscore the critical highway improvement needs for this 
corridor. 
 
NHA supports TxDOT’s project development process for this project, including the 
community outreach, public meetings, and agency coordination. We appreciate the 
opportunity to provide our comments on the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project, and look forward to working with you to develop solutions to enhance the 
social, environmental and economic well-being of our region. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
       
____________________  _______________________ 
Alex Sutton     Judge Jon Lindsay 
Chairman of the Board    President 
 
*NOTE: Board members Patricia Matthews, PE and Darrin Willer, PE abstained from 
the Board of Directors vote to approve comments as both are actively working on 
this project.   
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 11:44:43 AM
Attachments: I-45 Improvement Project - 5-13-15.pdf

Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 11:40 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: I-45 Project -PUBLIC COMMENTS
 
 
 
From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:24 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Project -PUBLIC COMMENTS
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 
From: Wendy Parker  
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 2:06 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Project -PUBLIC COMMENTS
 
Please see the attached document for my comments.
 
--
Wendy Parker, Chairman
Germantown Historic District
713-806-2012

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov



To Whom It May Concern: 


TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly 


and adversely impact the Germantown historic-designated neighborhood between N. Main, Houston Ave and 


Quitman St. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project should be to a) not 


negatively impact nearby neighborhoods’ quality of life, AND; b) improve it, where possible. As a resident of 


Germantown, I urge you to amend the proposed designs to address the following issues. We as a 


neighborhood are offering recommended solutions below: 


1. I-45 Northbound traffic should NOT be routed north via Houston Ave past Quitman for 


access to I-45 N.  


CONCERNS: 


 Houston Ave. (only a two-lane street) (see photo) from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and 
includes a historic designated neighborhood, the City’s 2nd oldest public park, and a designated school 
zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a 
thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 
northbound from the south. In addition, Houston 
Ave cannot support 4 lanes of traffic as TxDOT 
has proposed. 


 Germantown historic district is an old, 
quiet neighborhood and its narrow streets 
(including North St. – see photo below) are not 
designed to support increased traffic flow of thru 
traffic, especially considering that many residents 
park vehicles on the street, as garages and 
driveways are not prevalent. Increased traffic 
would create a nuisance and a safety risk to 
residents.      
          Houston Ave. facing north 


 


SOLUTIONS:  


 Retain/Redesign the Quitman St. on-
ramp for I-45 North and route northbound 
traffic onto Quitman from Houston Ave 
for this on-ramp. Quitman is a non-
residential street that can support this 
traffic flow and is currently used for larger 
trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st 
Ward district and other traffic coming 
from the South. 


 The use of North St bridge as access of 
any kind to I-45 should be abandoned. A 
solution for North St bridge is to redesign 
it to be used by pedestrians (children 
cross it for access to Travis Elementary 
daily) and bike riders ONLY. A bike bath 
can continue from the current Houston 
Ave. designated bike route across the 
North St. bridge to connect the neighborhoods on both sides of I-45.  North St. facing east 


 
 


Pg. 1 of 2 


“No Thru 


Trucks” sign 







2. I-45 Southbound traffic should NOT be routed through North St. (Germantown Historic 


District) or the Woodland Heights Historic District/neighborhoods to access to I-45 S.  


CONCERNS: 


 Germantown and Woodland Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic 
designated neighborhoods, a The City’s 2nd oldest public park and 2 designated school zones; therefore, 
these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 Southbound. 


SOLUTION: 
 


 Retain the southbound on-ramp coming from Houston Ave. for I-45 South and redesign it to meet TxDOT 
“codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the 
historic districts). 


We feel these recommended solutions above will benefit all parties; neighbors of Germantown, Woodland 
Heights and the vehicles trying to access I-45 north and south. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an 
established access with minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would 
otherwise negatively impact Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access 
retained north of Bayland will keep vehicles from having to travel through the Germantown and Woodland 
Height historic districts, via North St (small residential street) and Bayland and Beauchamp (a school zone 
street) to access the proposed I-45 South access via N. Main.  


 


3. Expansion of I-45 will increase the already elevated noise levels to all residents of 


Germantown, especially since the proposed design does not include elevated frontage roads 


to reduce noise levels from N. Main to Quitman. 


CONCERNS: 


 Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise levels. 
 Increased use of ROW will cause traffic to be even closer 


to Germantown than it is currently, increasing noise levels. 
 Existing dirt embankments and mature trees in the current 


ROW which currently provide some noise dampening will 
be removed for the expansion thus increasing noise levels. 


SOLUTION: 


 Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 
South from N. Main to Quitman. These barriers should be 
of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce 
noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this 
would be US-59 from Montrose to Hazard streets (See 
photo). 


Other concerns to NOTE:  The ONE proposed access to I-45 NORTH between I-10 and 610 puts a massive amount of 


traffic at the east side stop light at N. Main and I-45. Vehicles wanting to access I-45 North from Germantown, Woodland 


Heights, south of I-10, west of downtown traffic from Allen Pkwy, downtown traffic heading north on N. Main, and I-45 


vehicles exiting onto N. Main will all converge at the light on N. Main and I-45. In addition, the current design forces I-45 


SOUTHBOUND traffic to take North St. bridge, to N. Main and then circle back to Houston Ave to access I-45 S – this 


also puts a lot of traffic on the east side of N. Main at the stop light. 


Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our concerns. 


Wendy Parker, 209 E Woodland St., 77009, Chairman for the Germantown Historic District Pg. 2 of 2 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly 
and adversely impact the Germantown historic-designated neighborhood between N. Main, Houston Ave and 
Quitman St. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project should be to a) not 
negatively impact nearby neighborhoods’ quality of life, AND; b) improve it, where possible. As a resident of 
Germantown, I urge you to amend the proposed designs to address the following issues. We as a 
neighborhood are offering recommended solutions below: 

1. I-45 Northbound traffic should NOT be routed north via Houston Ave past Quitman for 
access to I-45 N.  

CONCERNS: 

 Houston Ave. (only a two-lane street) (see photo) from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and 
includes a historic designated neighborhood, the City’s 2nd oldest public park, and a designated school 
zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a 
thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 
northbound from the south. In addition, Houston 
Ave cannot support 4 lanes of traffic as TxDOT 
has proposed. 

 Germantown historic district is an old, 
quiet neighborhood and its narrow streets 
(including North St. – see photo below) are not 
designed to support increased traffic flow of thru 
traffic, especially considering that many residents 
park vehicles on the street, as garages and 
driveways are not prevalent. Increased traffic 
would create a nuisance and a safety risk to 
residents.      
          Houston Ave. facing north 

 

SOLUTIONS:  

 Retain/Redesign the Quitman St. on-
ramp for I-45 North and route northbound 
traffic onto Quitman from Houston Ave 
for this on-ramp. Quitman is a non-
residential street that can support this 
traffic flow and is currently used for larger 
trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st 
Ward district and other traffic coming 
from the South. 

 The use of North St bridge as access of 
any kind to I-45 should be abandoned. A 
solution for North St bridge is to redesign 
it to be used by pedestrians (children 
cross it for access to Travis Elementary 
daily) and bike riders ONLY. A bike bath 
can continue from the current Houston 
Ave. designated bike route across the 
North St. bridge to connect the neighborhoods on both sides of I-45.  North St. facing east 

 
 

Pg. 1 of 2 
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2. I-45 Southbound traffic should NOT be routed through North St. (Germantown Historic 
District) or the Woodland Heights Historic District/neighborhoods to access to I-45 S.  

CONCERNS: 

 Germantown and Woodland Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic 
designated neighborhoods, a The City’s 2nd oldest public park and 2 designated school zones; therefore, 
these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 Southbound. 

SOLUTION: 
 
 Retain the southbound on-ramp coming from Houston Ave. for I-45 South and redesign it to meet TxDOT 

“codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the 
historic districts). 

We feel these recommended solutions above will benefit all parties; neighbors of Germantown, Woodland 
Heights and the vehicles trying to access I-45 north and south. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an 
established access with minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would 
otherwise negatively impact Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access 
retained north of Bayland will keep vehicles from having to travel through the Germantown and Woodland 
Height historic districts, via North St (small residential street) and Bayland and Beauchamp (a school zone 
street) to access the proposed I-45 South access via N. Main.  

 
3. Expansion of I-45 will increase the already elevated noise levels to all residents of 
Germantown, especially since the proposed design does not include elevated frontage roads 
to reduce noise levels from N. Main to Quitman. 

CONCERNS: 

 Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise levels. 
 Increased use of ROW will cause traffic to be even closer 

to Germantown than it is currently, increasing noise levels. 
 Existing dirt embankments and mature trees in the current 

ROW which currently provide some noise dampening will 
be removed for the expansion thus increasing noise levels. 

SOLUTION: 

 Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 
South from N. Main to Quitman. These barriers should be 
of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce 
noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this 
would be US-59 from Montrose to Hazard streets (See 
photo). 

Other concerns to NOTE:  The ONE proposed access to I-45 NORTH between I-10 and 610 puts a massive amount of 
traffic at the east side stop light at N. Main and I-45. Vehicles wanting to access I-45 North from Germantown, Woodland 
Heights, south of I-10, west of downtown traffic from Allen Pkwy, downtown traffic heading north on N. Main, and I-45 
vehicles exiting onto N. Main will all converge at the light on N. Main and I-45. In addition, the current design forces I-45 
SOUTHBOUND traffic to take North St. bridge, to N. Main and then circle back to Houston Ave to access I-45 S – this 
also puts a lot of traffic on the east side of N. Main at the stop light. 

Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our concerns. 

Wendy Parker, 209 E Woodland St., 77009, Chairman for the Germantown Historic District Pg. 2 of 2 
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 9:24:44 AM

Comment. This person created an entire website with his comments detailed with the use of our
schematics.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: Pat Henry
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 1:14 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: I-45 Study public comment question

Cpmment

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 12:03 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Study public comment question

fyi

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Oscar Slotboom 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 8:53 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Study public comment question

I have an extensive list of comments which is currently online on a web page

http://houstonfreeways.com/analysis

What is the best way to submit this list as a public comment?
Do I need to package these items into a document?

Thank you,
Oscar Slotboom
Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://houstonfreeways.com/analysis
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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road/distracted.html>

http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 11:52:29 AM

Comment. This gentleman sent it another time.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: Pat Henry
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:19 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Public Comment for I-45 North Study

-----Original Message-----
From: HOU-PIOWebMail
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:46 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Public Comment for I-45 North Study

fyi

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Oscar Slotboom 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:45 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Public Comment for I-45 North Study

I have extensive public comments which made it necessary to create a separate document with my
comments.

Please download the file and include them as comments. (Due to file size of 16MB resulting from images
included in the file, I did not attach it to the email).

If I need to mail in a printed copy, please let me know.

MS Word
http://houstonfreeways.com/images/plan-analysis/Public-Comments-I45-Oscar-Slotboom.docx

PDF
http://houstonfreeways.com/images/plan-analysis/Public-Comments-I45-Oscar-Slotboom.pdf

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://houstonfreeways.com/images/plan-analysis/Public-Comments-I45-Oscar-Slotboom.docx
http://houstonfreeways.com/images/plan-analysis/Public-Comments-I45-Oscar-Slotboom.pdf
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The comments are also available online as a web page at http://houstonfreeways.com/analysis

I would also like to know if it is possible to meet with a project representative to discuss my points of
concern.

Thank you.

Oscar Slotboom
8803 Langdon
Houston, TX 77036
972-400-6755
Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>

http://houstonfreeways.com/analysis
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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Page 1 of 27 
 

Public Comment 
for the Proposed Improvements to Downtown Freeways and I-45 North 
 
 
 
Submitted May 21, 2015, by: 
 
Oscar Slotboom 
8803 Langdon 
Houston, TX 77036 
972-400-6755 
 
 
These public comments are also available online at 
 
http://houstonfreeways.com/analysis 
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Page 2 of 27 
 

 

Summary of Serious Design Concerns 
1. I-45 Through Downtown: Insufficient through-capacity 

2. I-45 North of Downtown: Insufficient Lanes at North Main 

3. I-45 Northbound Managed Lanes: Insufficient Access from Downtown 

4. Interstate 45 Southbound Managed Lanes: No exit to the downtown connector 

5. Downtown Connector: Missing northbound access from Allen Parkway and no access to Memorial 

6. US 59 Northbound at the Spur 527 split: insufficient lanes 

7. US 59 Midtown: removal of existing entrance/exit, new access points inconvenient 

8. US 59/SH 288 Northbound exit to Interstate 45, excessive lane switching in short section 

9. US 59 Southbound through downtown, lack of exit to Midtown 

10. SH 288: drastically reduced access to southbound main lanes from downtown, and poor access 

going northbound 

11. I-10: Express lanes bottleneck, especially westbound at the west end 

12. I-10 westbound: Poor and asymmetric access to downtown 

13. I-45 entire length between Loop 610 and Beltway 8: insufficient regular lane capacity 

14. I-45 northbound at Beltway 8: Major problems with the interchange transition area 

15. Beltway 8 ramp to southbound I-45 main lanes is only one lane 

16. Poor connections between the I-45 managed lanes and Loop 610 

 

Desirable Modifications 
17. Retain the Polk Street crossing 

18. Straighten curve of the downtown trench 

 

Other Comments and Observations 
Comments on the removal of the Pierce Elevated 

Use of arched bridges as a design theme 
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Page 3 of 27 
 

1. Interstate 45 Through Downtown: Insufficient through-capacity 

Downtown freeways were originally built to handle traffic originating or terminating 
downtown. But today, traffic passing through downtown is the dominant pattern. In 
recognition of the through-traffic pattern, the freeways through downtown need additional 
through capacity, a minimum of three uninterrupted lanes in each direction.  
 

Problem 

 Northbound I-45 is reduced to two lanes at US 59 and again on the north side of 
downtown 

 Southbound I-45 is reduced to two lanes at the GRB center 

Potential Solution 

 Maintain at least three lanes in both directions all the way through downtown.  

 Northbound: After the merge point with the ramp from US 59/SH 288, maintain four lanes 
to the exit to I-10, then three lanes to an exit to a new ramp to the managed lanes, where 
one lane goes to the managed lanes 

 Southbound: Maintain three lanes at the GRB center and keep the new lane on the I-45 
transition zone south of downtown. 

 The downtown trench east of the GRB will need to be widened, and this is easily 
accomplished since space is available along St. Emanuel. 
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2. Interstate 45 North of Downtown: Insufficient Lanes at North Main (Woodland 
Heights/Hollywood Cemetery) 

Problem 

 Six northbound lanes reduced to only four lanes at North Main 

 All lanes narrowed to 11 feet 

 The bottleneck is exacerbated by the lack of access to the northbound managed lanes (see 
next issue) 

Potential Solution 
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 Add at least one northbound main lane through the North Main intersection and all the 
way to Loop 610. 

 Acquire a modest strip of right-of-way on the west side to accommodate the needed 
lane(s). 

 Ideally there should also be a fifth southbound lane 

 Have standard-width 12-foot-wide lanes 

  

3. Interstate 45 Northbound Managed Lanes: Insufficent Access from Downtown 

Problem 

 There is only ONE access point to the northbound managed lanes in the downtown area, 
from Travis Street downtown 

 Traffic on the northbound I-45 main lanes and coming from the downtown connector 
cannot get on the managed lanes to avoid the bottleneck at North Main 

Potential Solution 
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 Add access to the northbound managed lanes from the I-45 main lanes and from the 
downtown connector 

  

4. Interstate 45 Southbound Managed Lanes: No exit to the downtown connector 

Problem 

 There is no exit from the southbound I-45 managed lanes to the downtown connector 
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 Managed-lane traffic going to south downtown, Midtown and Allen Parkway must use 
Milam Street, contributing to congestion on Milam 

Potential Solution 

 Add a ramp from the southbound managed lanes to the downtown connector 
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5. Downtown Connector: Missing northbound access from Allen Parkway and no 
access to Memorial 

Problem 

 There is a southbound exit to Allen Parkway, but no northbound on-ramp 

 Allen Parkway traffic must make a detour to Bagby or Brazos to get on the connector, 
contributing to traffic congestion on those streets 

 There are no connections to Memorial. 

Potential Solution 

 Add a new ramp to the northbound connector to serve Allen Parkway 

 Add two connection ramps at Memorial as shown on the map below 

Currently there are no connections at Memorial, but we need to think of the future. With 
increasing density and population along Buffalo Bayou and Washington Avenue, the Memorial 
connections will be needed to serve the growing population. 
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6. US 59 Northbound at the Spur 527 split: insufficient lanes 

Problem 

 Only six lanes at the split point, and (apparently) no lanes added further back near 
Graustark 

 Slowed or stalled traffic on either direction will disrupt both connections 

Potential Solution 

 There needs to be seven northbound lanes through the trench approaching the downtown 
split, two for Spur 527 and five for the US 59 main lanes. 

 The narrow section of the trench (Graustark to Montrose) needs to be widened. This is 
accomplished by using the high voltage right-of-way on the south side and removing the 
transmission towers. The power lines would be placed in an underground conduit.  

The neighborhood along the freeway will surely approve the expansion if it includes the 
removal of the transmission towers. 
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7. US 59 Midtown: removal of existing entrance/exit, new access points 
inconvenient 

A large area, including the museum district, lower midtown and the area along US 59 well west 
of Montrose, needs freeway access. Access is already somewhat difficult, but the proposed plan 
will make the situation much worse, especially as the area densifies.  

Problem 

 The southbound exit to Fannin is removed and the northbound entrance at San Jacinto is 
removed 

 The new entrance and exit are east of Almeda near SH 288, and access is very poor due to 
poor east-west mobility in this area 

Potential Solution 

 If the entrance/exit east of Almeda road is retained, frontage roads need to be built along 
both sides of the freeway, including southbound. East-west connectivity is poor in the area, 
and the frontage roads will provide the needed connectivity. 

 Potentially add a southbound off-ramp to Wheeler, especially if the southbound frontage 
road is not feasible.  
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8. US 59/SH 288 Northbound exit to Interstate 45, excessive lane switching in 
short section 

Problem 

 The merge and lane-switching zone from Elgin to Tuam is short and there will be heavy 
lane-switching 

 The existing design is similar and suffers from poor performance 

 If traffic stops on either connection (to I-45 north or to I-45 south), the other connection is 
adversely affected  

Potential Solution 

 Eliminate the merging/lane-switch zone by using braided ramps south of Elgin, separating 
traffic destined for northbound I-45 and southbound I-45. 

Separating traffic to prevent merging and lane switching is the principle which is used for the 
new Loop 610/US 290 interchange. That principle also needs to be applied here. 
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9. US 59 Southbound through downtown, lack of exit to Midtown 

There is an exit to Bell (Toyota Center) well north of Midtown, and the next exit is to Almeda on 
the south end of Midtown. To accommodate potential future growth in Midtown, an exit is 
desirable and appears to be technically feasible at McGowen.  

Problem 

 Traffic destined for Midtown must exit well to the north or on the far south end of Midtown. 

Potential Solution 

 Add a southbound exit to McGowen 

A corresponding entrance ramp to northbound US 59 near McGowen is also desirable but 
appears to be less technically feasible. Northbound traffic will need to take the frontage road 
north to the Leland Street entrance.  
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10. SH 288: drastically reduced access to southbound main lanes from downtown, 
and poor access going northbound 
This is rather shocking if you are in central downtown and need to get on the SH 288 main 
lanes southbound.  

Problem 

 The US 59 southbound on-ramp at Webster (just south of I-45) no longer provides access 
to SH 288 

 The existing access from Chenevert Street will be for toll-paying managed lanes traffic only 

 There is only ONE entrance to the SH 288 southbound main lanes for all of downtown, and 
it is at the south end of Midtown and is only one lane. 

 Northbound exit into downtown is on the far south end of Midtown. Traffic can connect 
into US 59 for more exits, but that contributes more traffic to US 59. 

Potential Solution 

 Add a southbound entrance ramp from Pierce Street to the connector going to SH 288 
southbound 

 Add an exit ramp from the SH 288 connector to I-45 north to either St. Joseph, Gray or 
Pease 
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11. I-10: Express lanes bottleneck, especially westbound at the west end 

Problem 

 I-10 main lanes are reduced to only two lanes each way on the north side of downtown. 
This could be tolerated with sufficient managed lane capacity, but.... 
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 The westbound managed lanes has two lanes entering on the east side of downtown but is 
reduced to one lane on the west side of downtown 

 The eastbound managed lanes have a one-lane entrance on the west side of downtown 

 Congestion depends on whether or not the lanes are tolled, and how high the toll is. But 
the regular lanes are certain to be congested. 

Potential Solution 

 Keep the managed lanes toll-free since there are only two regular lanes each way. The free 
express lane capacity is needed to prevent severe congestion on the regular lanes. 

 Do not reduce the westbound express lanes to one lane at the west end. This is 
accomplished by extending the elevated structure on the north side of the freeway and 
then merging the express lanes between Studemont and Heights. 

 Provide a two-lane entrance to the eastbound managed lanes on the west end of 
downtown. This is accomplished but using the existing HOV structure. 
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12. I-10 westbound: Poor and asymmetric access to downtown 

Problems 

 The northbound downtown connector has a connection to eastbound I-10. But there is no 
corresponding connector for westbound I-10 to the southbound downtown connector.  

 The only access to downtown is on the northeast side of downtown, or to east downtown 
via US 59 
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Potential Solution 

 Add a new westbound lane through downtown which connects to the downtown connector 
(southbound). 
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13. I-45 entire length between Loop 610 and Beltway 8: insufficient regular lane 
capacity 
We know from experience with the Katy Freeway that 8 regular lanes (four each way) and 4 
managed lanes (2 each way) are not enough. The recommendation for the corridor, 8 regular 
lanes and 4 managed lanes, should be viewed as the minimum design criteria. There needs to 
be 10 regular main lanes along the full length of the corridor, or large sections of the corridor.  

Problems 

 Eight regular lanes is not sufficient 

 There are insufficient lanes near the Loop 610 and BW8 interchanges. 

Potential Solution 

 Maintain at least five regular lanes in each direction for the full length from Loop 610 to 
BW8 
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 At the very minimum, maintain five regular lanes for longer distances north of Loop 610 
and south of BW8 

14. I-45 northbound at Beltway 8: Major problems with the interchange transition 
area 

The northbound I-45 main lanes at Beltway 8 look very much like the dysfunctional existing 
Katy Freeway eastbound at Beltway 8: not enough lanes approaching the interchange, not 
enough lanes exiting to the connection ramp, and an entrance ramp from the frontage road 
merging into the transition zone. This is a recipe to duplicate the mess we have on the inbound 
Katy Freeway.  

Problems 

 The northbound main lanes have insufficient lanes approaching the interchange.  

 Only two lanes exiting to the Beltway 8 ramp 

 A short zone for merging and lane-switching 

Potential Solution 

 Add at least one more main lane approaching the interchange 

 Have a three-lane exit to the Beltway 8 ramp. 

 Move the entrance ramp serving traffic coming from West Road, because it creates a lane-
switching hazard 
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15. Beltway 8 ramp to southbound I-45 main lanes is only one lane 

Problem 

 The two lanes from the connecting ramps have only a one lane exit to the regular main 
lanes  

 This replicates the existing situation, but for the future design there should be two lanes 
exiting to the main lanes 

Potential Solution 

 Maintain two lanes on the ramp to the I-45 main lanes and add main lanes in the merging 
zone 
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16. Poor connections between the I-45 managed lanes and Loop 610 

Problem 

 Southbound managed lane traffic connecting to Loop 610 must exit three miles north of 
Loop 610 at Parker and use the main lanes for two miles (likely congested) to the ramp to 
Loop 610 

 Traffic from Loop 610 must drive two miles on the (likely congested) main lanes before 
being able to enter the managed lanes at Parker. 

Potential Solution 

 Add ramps to connect the managed lanes directly to the Loop 610 interchange ramps 
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17. Desirable Modification: Keep the Polk Street Crossing over the Freeway 

Problem 

 The Polk Street crossing is removed, leaving a long distance in the north-south direction 
with no westbound street access and big traffic generators nearby (Toyota Center, soccer 
stadium) 

 One or more of McKinney, Walker and Lamar will likely be closed if a deck park is built over 
the freeway. 

Potential Solution 

 Retain the Polk Street bridge, if this is technically feasible while still accommodating needed 
ramps 
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 If it is not technically feasible to retain the Polk Street crossing, add a U-turn at the nearest 
feasible crossing to allow easier movement of westbound traffic 
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18. Desirable Modification: Remove Curving Alignment near Pierce 

There is a strange narrowing of the trench at Pierce and St. Joseph, which introduces a curve in 
the northbound main lanes. The purpose of this constriction is unclear - perhaps it is to reduce 
required excavation.  
But since right-of-way will already be purchased, I would prefer to see the main lanes maintain 
a straighter alignment with space in the trench used for landscaping.  
 

  

Comment: Removal of the Pierce Elevated 

From the mobility perspective, it is undesirable to remove the Pierce Elevated. It is preferable to 
have multiple routes rather than a single route, and placing all traffic on the east downtown 
spine introduces a single point of failure for the entire system.  

Even with the realignment of I-45, the Pierce transportation corridor (sunken into a trench) 
could be valuable and useful. With I-45 realigned, the Pierce corridor could be used for 
managed lanes or to provide certain connections which would be useful, for example Allen 
Parkway and Memorial to the Gulf Freeway and South Freeway.  

So for my public comment: The Pierce Corridor should be retained as a transportation corridor 
for highway traffic, potentially for future managed lanes.  
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Comment: Use of arched bridges as a design theme 

TxDOT should consider using long-span arched bridges, similar to the arches spanning US 59 
from Hazard to Montrose, at all feasible locations as a design theme. This includes most of the 
bridges over the new US 59 trench from Spur 527 to SH 288, and the potential for three very 
long spans at Elgin, Tuam and McGown. Pierce and St. Joseph are also potential candidates. 
The bridges over the trench east of the GRB center are not candidates since that area is 
potentially a future deck park.  
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From: Matthews, Patty
To: Miranda, Cristina
Subject: FW: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:37:21 AM
Attachments: FWCC comment letter to TxDOT re I-45 expansion signed.pdf

Add to files, thanks. Letter
 
Patty
 
Patricia A. Matthews, PE
Associate Vice President – Project Director
D 713.267.2781   C 713.805.9811
Internal Cisco: 2412781
patty.matthews@aecom.com
AECOM
5444 Westheimer Rd., Suite 200, Houston, TX 77056
T 713.780.4100   F 713.780.0838
www.aecom.com
 
 
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+
 
 
This electronic communication, which includes any files or attachments thereto, contains proprietary or
confidential information and may be privileged and otherwise protected under copyright or other applicable
intellectual property laws. All information contained in this electronic communication is solely for the use of the
individual(s) or entity to which it was addressed. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified
that distributing, copying, or in any way disclosing any of the information in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, and destroy the communication and any
files or attachments in their entirety, whether in electronic or hard copy format. Since data stored on electronic
media can deteriorate, be translated or modified, AECOM, its subsidiaries, and/or affiliates will not be liable for the
completeness, correctness or readability of the electronic data. The electronic data should be verified against the
hard copy.
 

 
 

From: Kelly Lark [mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:35 AM
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
 
Comment.
 
Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989
 

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 1:00 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion - Comments from Houston's First Ward Civic Council
 

mailto:/O=AECOM/OU=NORTHAMERICA/CN=P_MATTHEWS
mailto:Cristina.Miranda@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
https://twitter.com/AECOM
https://www.facebook.com/AecomTechnologyCorporation?ref=hl
http://www.linkedin.com/company/15656?trk=tyah
https://plus.google.com/b/117581348636058553972/117581348636058553972/posts



 


May 24, 2015 


First Ward Civic Council, Inc. 
1810 Summer St. 
Houston, TX 77007 


 


Texas Department of Transportation 
125 East 11th St. 
Austin, TX 78701 


 


To Whom It May Concern: 


We are writing to provide comments on the proposed I-45 expansion project on behalf of the members 
of the First Ward community. 


We would like to begin by saying that we are pleased with the relatively small impact that the project, as 
currently outlined, stands to have on our neighborhood.  We would also like to commend TxDOT for 
going through this latest, fourth round of scoping.  We believe the scoping process in general and this 
last round in particular have been extremely valuable.  It is clear to us that as a result of incorporating 
community input, the project is much better designed and promises to serve Houston much more 
successfully than would otherwise have been the case. 


In general, we endorse the comments of the I-45 Coalition with respect to Segments 1, 2 and 3.  In 
Segment 3, where our First Ward community is located, we offer the following specific comments: 


1. The project as currently drawn encroaches on a house located at the corner of Holly and Spring 
Streets.  (See photo attached as Exhibit 1.)  It would appear there are multiple ways of avoiding this, 
encroachment, either by utilizing the ample right of way on the opposite side of the freeway lanes, 
or by merging the ramp into the freeway sooner.  We feel that no additional right-of-way should be 
taken at this location.   


2. The project also proposes to encroach on American Statesmanship Park, between the eastern ends 
of Edwards and Bingham Streets.  This park features an installation of 18-foot-high concrete 


“CREATING COMMUNITY AND 
COMMERCE SINCE 1840” 
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presidential busts by one of the pioneering members of the artist community for which First Ward 
has become renowned.  (See photo attached as Exhibit 2.)  We would prefer that this encroachment 
be avoided if possible.  Failing that, we would like TxDOT’s commitment to move the installation 
back a few feet as necessary so that it can continue to occupy the same position relative to the 
freeway and continue to be visible to passing freeway traffic. 


3. We request that provisions be made for sound mitigation, landscaping/beautification, and water 
detention/drainage in the areas where the freeway abuts First Ward.  Specifically, we request sound 
walls in all areas except at American Statesmanship Park (so that the statues can continue to be 
visible to freeway traffic).  We would be happy to provide additional detail regarding design 
concepts for beautification. 


4. Considerable effort has been and continues to be invested by the City of Houston, Houston Parks 
Board and Buffalo Bayou Partnership on hike-and-bike trails and bridges in the bayou areas.  It is 
essential that the I-45 expansion take these into account, preserving the existing trails during and 
after construction and making provisions for the trail extensions that are currently in the planning 
stages.  We understand that TxDOT has been in communication with Downtown Management 
District, but that organization’s focus is primarily business-driven; we urge that TxDOT hold working 
sessions with Houston Parks Board and Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure that environmental, 
sustainability and livability issues are addressed. 


5. We strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept, and request that TxDOT review the potential for 
incorporating this concept into the I-45 expansion project.  In particular, reusing part of the current 
Pierce Elevated infrastructure as a hike-and-bike connector between White Oak Park and Buffalo 
Bayou Park would provide an access path from First Ward (and points outward) directly to 
downtown and greatly increase the feasibility of bicycle commuting. 


6. We note that under the current proposal, a section of Houston Avenue between North Main Street 
and I-10 in Segment 2 will become one-way (southbound).  We urge instead that it remain two-way 
throughout.  Houston Avenue is the primary artery for traffic entering and exiting First Ward, and 
making it one-way will make access to and from our neighborhood significantly more difficult. 


7. We request that entrance and exit ramps be provided between I-45 and Memorial Drive.  Memorial 
Drive is emerging as a high-density corridor, with significant high-rise construction anticipated in the 
near future.  Direct access to and from I-45 will help minimize traffic pressure on the surrounding 
neighborhoods. 


8. Two proposed rail projects have the potential to affect the First Ward: the Dallas-Houston High-
Speed Rail project put forward by Texas Central Railway, and commuter-rail studies by the Gulf 
Coast Rail District.  If these projects are to be built in our area, it is extremely important to us that 
they be constructed within existing rights-of-way in freeway arteries, rather than taking new and 
disruptive paths through our neighborhoods as envisioned in some recent proposals.  For example, 
in response to a community outcry that elicited the support of numerous local and state elected 
officials, the High-Speed Rail project is now studying a route to downtown via I-10.  We urge TxDOT 
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to consult with TCR and GCRD to investigate how these projects might be integrated with the I-45 
expansion, in order to avoid a potential situation where these rail projects end up going forward but 
the freeway infrastructure can’t accommodate them. 


9. It is our understanding that two area bridges – the one over I-10 and Houston Avenue, as well as the 
one over I-45 at Crockett Street - are to be rebuilt as part of this project.  The replacement bridges 
should be designed to accommodate bicycle and pedestrian traffic, with appropriate separation 
from motor-vehicle traffic for safety reasons.  First Ward also requests the opportunity for dialogue 
with TxDOT regarding aesthetic/decorative aspects of these bridges, so that their design can reflect 
the identity of our community as a cultural arts center. 


We thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments.  We hope that they facilitate additional 
betterment of the proposed project.  We would welcome the opportunity to engage with you to discuss 
any of these items in more detail. 


Per the requirements of Texas Transportation Code section 201.811(a)(5), we attest that the First Ward 
Civic Council is not employed by TxDOT, does not do business with TxDOT, and does not stand to benefit 
monetarily from the project in question. 


Sincerely, 


 


 


 


Mandy McGowen 
President, First Ward Civic Council 


 


cc: Ed Gonzalez, Houston City Council, District H  
Tom Dornbusch, Superneighborhood 22 
Jim Weston, I-45 Coalition 
  


Attachments 
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Exhibit 1: Threatened house at corner of Holly and Spring Streets 


 


 


Exhibit 2:  American Statesman Park 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 8:31 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion - Comments from Houston's First Ward Civic Council
 
fyi
 
Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
 
Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio
 

From: Evan Michaelides  
Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 7:56 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Laura Thorp; Tom Dornbusch; I-45 Coalition; Tami Merrick; Mandy McGowen; Rob Griffith
Subject: I-45 Expansion - Comments from Houston's First Ward Civic Council
 
To TxDOT's Director of Project Development, 
 
Please find attached a letter containing the comments of the First Ward Civic Council
regarding the proposed I-45 expansion project.  Thank you for your consideration.
 
Regards,
Evan Michaelides
VP Historic Preservation, First Ward Civic Council
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

 

mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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May 24, 2015 

First Ward Civic Council, Inc. 
1810 Summer St. 
Houston, TX 77007 

 

Texas Department of Transportation 
125 East 11th St. 
Austin, TX 78701 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

We are writing to provide comments on the proposed I-45 expansion project on behalf of the members 
of the First Ward community. 

We would like to begin by saying that we are pleased with the relatively small impact that the project, as 
currently outlined, stands to have on our neighborhood.  We would also like to commend TxDOT for 
going through this latest, fourth round of scoping.  We believe the scoping process in general and this 
last round in particular have been extremely valuable.  It is clear to us that as a result of incorporating 
community input, the project is much better designed and promises to serve Houston much more 
successfully than would otherwise have been the case. 

In general, we endorse the comments of the I-45 Coalition with respect to Segments 1, 2 and 3.  In 
Segment 3, where our First Ward community is located, we offer the following specific comments: 

1. The project as currently drawn encroaches on a house located at the corner of Holly and Spring 
Streets.  (See photo attached as Exhibit 1.)  It would appear there are multiple ways of avoiding this, 
encroachment, either by utilizing the ample right of way on the opposite side of the freeway lanes, 
or by merging the ramp into the freeway sooner.  We feel that no additional right-of-way should be 
taken at this location.   

2. The project also proposes to encroach on American Statesmanship Park, between the eastern ends 
of Edwards and Bingham Streets.  This park features an installation of 18-foot-high concrete 

“CREATING COMMUNITY AND 
COMMERCE SINCE 1840” 
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presidential busts by one of the pioneering members of the artist community for which First Ward 
has become renowned.  (See photo attached as Exhibit 2.)  We would prefer that this encroachment 
be avoided if possible.  Failing that, we would like TxDOT’s commitment to move the installation 
back a few feet as necessary so that it can continue to occupy the same position relative to the 
freeway and continue to be visible to passing freeway traffic. 

3. We request that provisions be made for sound mitigation, landscaping/beautification, and water 
detention/drainage in the areas where the freeway abuts First Ward.  Specifically, we request sound 
walls in all areas except at American Statesmanship Park (so that the statues can continue to be 
visible to freeway traffic).  We would be happy to provide additional detail regarding design 
concepts for beautification. 

4. Considerable effort has been and continues to be invested by the City of Houston, Houston Parks 
Board and Buffalo Bayou Partnership on hike-and-bike trails and bridges in the bayou areas.  It is 
essential that the I-45 expansion take these into account, preserving the existing trails during and 
after construction and making provisions for the trail extensions that are currently in the planning 
stages.  We understand that TxDOT has been in communication with Downtown Management 
District, but that organization’s focus is primarily business-driven; we urge that TxDOT hold working 
sessions with Houston Parks Board and Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure that environmental, 
sustainability and livability issues are addressed. 

5. We strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept, and request that TxDOT review the potential for 
incorporating this concept into the I-45 expansion project.  In particular, reusing part of the current 
Pierce Elevated infrastructure as a hike-and-bike connector between White Oak Park and Buffalo 
Bayou Park would provide an access path from First Ward (and points outward) directly to 
downtown and greatly increase the feasibility of bicycle commuting. 

6. We note that under the current proposal, a section of Houston Avenue between North Main Street 
and I-10 in Segment 2 will become one-way (southbound).  We urge instead that it remain two-way 
throughout.  Houston Avenue is the primary artery for traffic entering and exiting First Ward, and 
making it one-way will make access to and from our neighborhood significantly more difficult. 

7. We request that entrance and exit ramps be provided between I-45 and Memorial Drive.  Memorial 
Drive is emerging as a high-density corridor, with significant high-rise construction anticipated in the 
near future.  Direct access to and from I-45 will help minimize traffic pressure on the surrounding 
neighborhoods. 

8. Two proposed rail projects have the potential to affect the First Ward: the Dallas-Houston High-
Speed Rail project put forward by Texas Central Railway, and commuter-rail studies by the Gulf 
Coast Rail District.  If these projects are to be built in our area, it is extremely important to us that 
they be constructed within existing rights-of-way in freeway arteries, rather than taking new and 
disruptive paths through our neighborhoods as envisioned in some recent proposals.  For example, 
in response to a community outcry that elicited the support of numerous local and state elected 
officials, the High-Speed Rail project is now studying a route to downtown via I-10.  We urge TxDOT 
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to consult with TCR and GCRD to investigate how these projects might be integrated with the I-45 
expansion, in order to avoid a potential situation where these rail projects end up going forward but 
the freeway infrastructure can’t accommodate them. 

9. It is our understanding that two area bridges – the one over I-10 and Houston Avenue, as well as the 
one over I-45 at Crockett Street - are to be rebuilt as part of this project.  The replacement bridges 
should be designed to accommodate bicycle and pedestrian traffic, with appropriate separation 
from motor-vehicle traffic for safety reasons.  First Ward also requests the opportunity for dialogue 
with TxDOT regarding aesthetic/decorative aspects of these bridges, so that their design can reflect 
the identity of our community as a cultural arts center. 

We thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments.  We hope that they facilitate additional 
betterment of the proposed project.  We would welcome the opportunity to engage with you to discuss 
any of these items in more detail. 

Per the requirements of Texas Transportation Code section 201.811(a)(5), we attest that the First Ward 
Civic Council is not employed by TxDOT, does not do business with TxDOT, and does not stand to benefit 
monetarily from the project in question. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Mandy McGowen 
President, First Ward Civic Council 

 

cc: Ed Gonzalez, Houston City Council, District H  
Tom Dornbusch, Superneighborhood 22 
Jim Weston, I-45 Coalition 
  

Attachments 
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Exhibit 1: Threatened house at corner of Holly and Spring Streets 

 

 

Exhibit 2:  American Statesman Park 
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Thursday, May 28, 2015 9:57:01 AM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

-----Original Message-----
From: Pat Henry
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 9:53 AM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Public Comments

Treat as a comment.

-----Original Message-----
From: Lee Zieben 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 9:40 AM
To: Pat Henry
Cc: William Grigsby
Subject: Public Comments

Hi Pat,

Thank you for taking the time to meet with me yesterday and go over the current proposed design. I
wanted to go on the record stating that the Residences at Hardy yards, at 350 unit multifamily site
within the larger Hardy Yards site, could be affected in a very negative manner with respect to the
downtown views from our project as well as possible noise by the new freeway design.

I don't know this to be a fact until we do some further research, but I wanted to at least make sure
that everyone is aware that this could be the case. As discussed, our project has a lot of city support as
it is one of the largest public/private housing projects ever to be developed in conjunction with the city
of Houston.

We look forward to discussing our project further, thank you again for your time yesterday.

Sent from Lee Zieben's iPhone, please excuse any grammatical mistakes and treat all information
communicated confidentially.
Talk. Text. Crash.

[Talk. Text. Crash.]<http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-
road/distracted.html>

mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Pat Henry
To: Kelly Lark; Darrin Willer; Matthews, Patty
Subject: FW: H-GAC comments: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 9:24:29 AM
Attachments: H-GAC Comments - North Houston Highway Improvement.pdf

Another comment.
 

From: Quincy Allen 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:45 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: H-GAC comments: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
Do we have plans to address these comments?
 

From: Gray, Thomas  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:04 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Clark, Alan; Wurdlow, David; Porter, Kelly
Subject: H-GAC comments: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
Please see the attached document regarding the Houston-Galveston Area Council’s comments on
the Proposed Recommended Alternative for the North Houston Highway Improvement Project (CSJ
No. 0912-00-146).
 
Thank you.
 
 
Thomas B. Gray, AICP
Chief Transportation Planner
Houston-Galveston Area Council
 
office: 832-681-2545
cell: 832-563-4453
 

Talk. Text. Crash.

mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kelly.Lark@txdot.gov
mailto:dwiller@HNTB.com
mailto:Patty.Matthews@aecom.com
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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From: Quincy Allen
To: Pat Henry
Subject: Fwd: BikeHouston Comments on North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 4:21:02 PM
Attachments: BikeHoustonI-45_5_2015.pdf

ATT00001.htm

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Mary Blitzer 
Date: May 29, 2015 at 4:13:29 PM CDT
To: quincy.allen@txdot.gov
Cc: 
Subject: BikeHouston Comments on North Houston Highway
Improvement Project
Reply-To: 

Dear Mr. Allen,

Please find attached BikeHouston's comments on the North Houston
Highway Improvement Project. We have also submitted these comments
online. 

Please do hesitate to reach out to myself or Michael Payne, our executive
director, with any questions. We look forward to working with your team
to improve the Houston transportation system. 

Mary Blitzer
Manager of Community and Government Relations
BikeHouston

(281) 940-6139 

Please join at a level comfortable for you, www.bikehouston.org/ 

 Houstonians for Bikes. Be Counted. 

mailto:Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
tel:%28281%29%20940-6139
http://www.bikehouston.org/
http://www.bikehouston.org/speakout/
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UNITING PEOPLE TO CREATE STREETS THAT ARE SAFE AND ACCESSIBLE FOR BICYCLISTS  


TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE OF ALL HOUSTONIANS 


May 29, 2015 


Texas Department of Transportation, Houston District 


P.O. Box 1386 


Houston, Texas 77251 


 


Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 


Attn: Quincy Allen, P.E. 


 


BikeHouston is Houston’s non-profit bicycle advocacy organization. Our organization represents the 1.5 


million bicycle owners in the Houston region. We are a member of the H-GAC pedestrian and bicycle 


subcommittee and co-chair the Houston Coalition for Complete Streets. We are funded through private 


donations. Our mission is to create a complete network of streets that are safe and accessible for 


bicyclists to increase the quality of life of all Houstonians.  


The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement project will directly impact Houston’s ability to 


create a network of safe streets. We therefore request that you incorporate the following 


considerations to the proposed North Houston Highway Improvement project.  The U.S. DOT policy is to 


support the integration of active transportation networks into transportation projects, let’s work to 


make this project a step in this direction. 


http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/overview/policy_accom.cfm  


http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/bp-guid.cfm#bp2  


Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions. 


Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Considerations:  


1. Build a shared use path - not a shared motor and bicycle vehicle lane on feeder roads.  


We strongly oppose building a shared bicycle lane on the feeder road. The high speeds on 


feeder roads make them inappropriate for a standard bicycle lane or shared bicycle lane 


(sharrow) or having bicycles use a shoulder. Please see the NACTO reference on sharrow usage. 


(http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-


markings/) Having bicycles in the roadway as currently proposed will lead to traffic fatalities.  


Instead build a 10’ - 15’ shared use path along feeder roads. This provides a much safer, more 


user friendly alternative. It ultimately will be less expensive as well, as it will lead to fewer 


fatalities and will not require the heavy reinforcement a road bed would require  


Trail design - building a shared use path with minor curves and plantings along it will enhance 


the user experience as well as mitigate noise pollution. 


  


2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossings.  


 



http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/overview/policy_accom.cfm

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/bp-guid.cfm#bp2

http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-markings/

http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-markings/
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UNITING PEOPLE TO CREATE STREETS THAT ARE SAFE AND ACCESSIBLE FOR BICYCLISTS  


TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE OF ALL HOUSTONIANS 


Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Considerations Continued:  


2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossings.  


Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle crossing at every underpass and overpass.  Freeways should 


not be impenetrable barriers to bikes and pedestrians. They should be an integrated part of 


Houston’s transportation system – per federal policy as referenced above. Freeways should 


never inhibit Houston’s ability to develop other modes of transportation, such as transit, bicycle 


and walking. Further development of additional modes of transportation will increase mobility, 


health and safety, and decrease congestion. BikeHouston is concerned about TxDOT’s poor 


track record of building high-speed feeder roads in urban areas with little to no accommodation 


for safe crossings of these barriers for neighborhood and park accessibility.  


Build all bayou crossings to either incorporate trails or leave them “trail ready” with 10 foot 


wide benches. Design freeway crossings taking future trails into account and leave these areas 


trail-ready to maximize efficiency of the public dollar. 


Ensure that surface street bridges accommodate space for pedestrians and bicyclists. If the 


bridges are high speed, over 35 mph, then accommodations to create safe crossing for 


peds/bikes must be built, either shared use side paths or protected bike lanes and sidewalks.  


TxDOT should not build facilities where cyclists and vehicles share the road over long bridges 


across interstates.  


3. Access During Construction:  


Maintain bayou and trail accessibility during construction. It is critical that accessibility is 


maintained during construction. This project area passes through the heavily used White Oak 


Bayou trail which is used for both commuting and recreation. As TxDOT is aware, there must be 


accommodations made for existing users during construction. BikeHouston is concerned about 


TxDOT’s poor track record in this regard.  


Sincerely,  
Michael Payne 
 
BikeHouston 
Executive Director  
 
mpayne@bikehouston.org  
832-819-2453 
  
 


 


 



mailto:mpayne@bikehouston.org
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UNITING PEOPLE TO CREATE STREETS THAT ARE SAFE AND ACCESSIBLE FOR BICYCLISTS  

TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE OF ALL HOUSTONIANS 

May 29, 2015 

Texas Department of Transportation, Houston District 

P.O. Box 1386 

Houston, Texas 77251 

 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

Attn: Quincy Allen, P.E. 

 

BikeHouston is Houston’s non-profit bicycle advocacy organization. Our organization represents the 1.5 

million bicycle owners in the Houston region. We are a member of the H-GAC pedestrian and bicycle 

subcommittee and co-chair the Houston Coalition for Complete Streets. We are funded through private 

donations. Our mission is to create a complete network of streets that are safe and accessible for 

bicyclists to increase the quality of life of all Houstonians.  

The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement project will directly impact Houston’s ability to 

create a network of safe streets. We therefore request that you incorporate the following 

considerations to the proposed North Houston Highway Improvement project.  The U.S. DOT policy is to 

support the integration of active transportation networks into transportation projects, let’s work to 

make this project a step in this direction. 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/overview/policy_accom.cfm  

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/bp-guid.cfm#bp2  

Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions. 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Considerations:  

1. Build a shared use path - not a shared motor and bicycle vehicle lane on feeder roads.  

We strongly oppose building a shared bicycle lane on the feeder road. The high speeds on 

feeder roads make them inappropriate for a standard bicycle lane or shared bicycle lane 

(sharrow) or having bicycles use a shoulder. Please see the NACTO reference on sharrow usage. 

(http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-

markings/) Having bicycles in the roadway as currently proposed will lead to traffic fatalities.  

Instead build a 10’ - 15’ shared use path along feeder roads. This provides a much safer, more 

user friendly alternative. It ultimately will be less expensive as well, as it will lead to fewer 

fatalities and will not require the heavy reinforcement a road bed would require  

Trail design - building a shared use path with minor curves and plantings along it will enhance 

the user experience as well as mitigate noise pollution. 

  

2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossings.  

 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/overview/policy_accom.cfm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/bp-guid.cfm#bp2
http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-markings/
http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-markings/
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UNITING PEOPLE TO CREATE STREETS THAT ARE SAFE AND ACCESSIBLE FOR BICYCLISTS  

TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE OF ALL HOUSTONIANS 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Considerations Continued:  

2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossings.  

Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle crossing at every underpass and overpass.  Freeways should 

not be impenetrable barriers to bikes and pedestrians. They should be an integrated part of 

Houston’s transportation system – per federal policy as referenced above. Freeways should 

never inhibit Houston’s ability to develop other modes of transportation, such as transit, bicycle 

and walking. Further development of additional modes of transportation will increase mobility, 

health and safety, and decrease congestion. BikeHouston is concerned about TxDOT’s poor 

track record of building high-speed feeder roads in urban areas with little to no accommodation 

for safe crossings of these barriers for neighborhood and park accessibility.  

Build all bayou crossings to either incorporate trails or leave them “trail ready” with 10 foot 

wide benches. Design freeway crossings taking future trails into account and leave these areas 

trail-ready to maximize efficiency of the public dollar. 

Ensure that surface street bridges accommodate space for pedestrians and bicyclists. If the 

bridges are high speed, over 35 mph, then accommodations to create safe crossing for 

peds/bikes must be built, either shared use side paths or protected bike lanes and sidewalks.  

TxDOT should not build facilities where cyclists and vehicles share the road over long bridges 

across interstates.  

3. Access During Construction:  

Maintain bayou and trail accessibility during construction. It is critical that accessibility is 

maintained during construction. This project area passes through the heavily used White Oak 

Bayou trail which is used for both commuting and recreation. As TxDOT is aware, there must be 

accommodations made for existing users during construction. BikeHouston is concerned about 

TxDOT’s poor track record in this regard.  

Sincerely,  
Michael Payne 
 
BikeHouston 
Executive Director  
 

  
832-819-2453 
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From: Quincy Allen
To: Pat Henry
Subject: Fwd: North Houston Highway Improvement Project - I -45 Beltway 8 to US 59 - Public Comments
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 4:18:49 PM
Attachments: TxDOT letter on I 45 May 29 2015.docx

ATT00001.htm
2013 ltr to TxDOT seeking modifications for North Houston Highway Improv....pdf
ATT00002.htm

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Steve Hupp"
To: "HOU-PIOWebMail" <HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov>
Cc: "Kathy Lord" , "Quincy Allen"
<Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov>
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project - I -45
Beltway 8 to US 59 - Public Comments

Please direct the attached letter and attachment to Mr. Pat Henry, P.E.
 

Steve Hupp
 
Steve Hupp, M.S.
Water Quality Director
Bayou Preservation Association
713-529-6443

www.bayoupreservation.org
 
 

mailto:Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
http://www.bayoupreservation.org/
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May 29, 2015



TxDOT District Office

Director of Project Development

P.O. Box 1386

Houston, TX 77251-1386



Email: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov



RE:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project – I -45 Beltway 8 to US 59 - Public Comments



Dear Mr. Pat Henry, P.E.,



Bayou Preservation Association (BPA) is a local, environmental advocacy, non-profit organization with the mission to celebrate, protect and restore the natural richness of all our bayous and streams.  BPA’s vision is a network of healthy bayous, streams and watersheds.  Consistent with these purposes, we provide the following comments on the proposals to widen and reconstruct a large portion of I-45 in north and central Houston crossing four watersheds with significant impacts on the four waterways:  Buffalo Bayou, White Oak Bayou, Little White Oak Bayou and Halls Bayou.



Stormwater Runoff Rate Impact Mitigation

The subject project is a very significant source of stormwater runoff.  Mitigation of both the runoff rate and stormwater quality needs to be incorporated into the planning and design of all aspects of this project and of its additions to existing infrastructure.  We note that while portions of the existing infrastructure were built without mitigation due to the lack of requirements at the time they were built, ALL of the new construction should meet current design and mitigation standards, because the entire corridor will be reconstructed from the ground up.



This and other older Houston freeways had no stormwater mitigation when they were originally built and contribute heavily to existing flooding in downstream areas and in the introduction of polluted runoff into the region’s streams.   Each of the four bayous that will receive runoff from the rebuilt freeway corridor currently have severe existing flood hazard conditions with thousands of properties at risk, and the high costs of flooding are paid for by businesses and residents during and after flood events. The HCFCD has identified plans to reduce the flood hazards on each of these bayous but the District has very limited resources and should not be called upon to mitigate the stormwater impacts of TxDOT projects. The Bayou Preservation Association takes a very strong position that TxDOT should be fully mitigating the effects of all new work in their MIS projects, and not ‘grandfathering’ existing roadways and structures that are going to be replaced. 



Stormwater Quality Mitigation

Stormwater runoff from freeway corridors carries heavy loads of sediments and pollutants that need to be mitigated prior to being discharged into local streams or bayous. Numerous devices and approaches are commercially available and available as design standards to reduce road-borne pollutants. In addition, detention basins designed with wet, vegetated bottoms to carry the first flush off road surfaces can significantly reduce pollutants from reaching the discharge point, so TxDOT should attempt, wherever feasible, to make its detention basins serve this double function.



Warm-season first flush runoff will have elevated temperatures which result in low levels of dissolved oxygen, which can result in fish kills and unhealthy anaerobic conditions. The mitigation measures used along the freeway corridor need to reduce the runoff temperature to close to ambient and increase the dissolved oxygen to levels that support healthy riparian and aquatic vegetation and wildlife.



We are asking that TxDOT include, as a matter of policy, the mitigation of the entire project when the entire roadway is rebuilt. This would include the impacts of the area of impervious surfaces that were there in earlier, unmitigated phases and would also include mitigation for improvements to the collection system (newer, larger culverts for instance).  We stand ready to assist the consideration of this full mitigation issue.



Public Access Along Bayou Corridors

Since this planned project will cross major bayous at several locations, we request that accommodation be made to allow pedestrian and bicycle access along the waterways under or over the project to aid mobility along and enjoyment of our bayous.  While establishment of trails is not a high priority for TxDOT, we feel that TxDOT should not create obstacles to trail connections or have structures that require extensive modification for the establishment of trails. 



The proposed project will cross Little White Oak Bayou at 3 locations, Halls Bayou once, White Oak Bayou once and, depending on the actual design, will cross Buffalo Bayou several times.  Currently where Little White Oak and Halls Bayous cross this project, no pedestrian access is provided along the waterways and these act as a barrier to enjoyment of the bayou and mobility.  Currently, these access accommodations exist along White Oak Bayou and some of the crossings over Buffalo Bayou; existing trail connectivity will need to be preserved or enhanced with the new project.  



The BPA is pleased with the accommodation recently made by TxDOT under I-10 at Langham Creek where a wide path was created under I-10 for pedestrians and bicyclists.  This has become a popular asset to allow recreation and non-automotive mobility to cross I-10 and continue the recreation area along this waterway from Terry Hershey Park to Addicks Reservoir.  We request similar treatment along these bayous under the planned improvements on I-45.  



Specifically, we request that a concrete shared use trail no less than 10 feet wide be constructed along each of these waterways and that the location and design and location be coordinated with those planning and/or providing connections to other recreational trails in the area.  Attached is copy of a letter from the Houston Parks Board dated December 2, 2013 to TxDOT concerning this project.  We support the Houston Parks Board’s detailed request for modifications in this project along Little White Oak Bayou and ask that these accommodations be made, or be preserved, also for White Oak Bayou, Halls Bayou and Buffalo Bayou.



Wildlife Corridors

Riparian areas along our bayous and waterways are important wildlife corridors both within the water and along the banks.  Give consideration to restoring and or preserving vegetation and soils along the waterways under this project to enable movement of wildlife through the riparian corridors.



Thank you for your attention and if additional information is needed, please contact:  Kathy Lord, Executive Director, Bayou Preservation Association; klord@bayoupreservation.org; 713-529-6443.



Respectfully,







Katharine C. Lord

Executive Director

Bayou Preservation Association



Attachment – HPB 12/3/2013 letter



[bookmark: _GoBack]Cc: Quincy Allen, P.E.















2990 Richmond Avenue #500 - Houston, TX  77098 - Phone: 713.529.6443 - Fax: 713.529.6481 - email:  bpa@hic.net

www.bayoupreservation.org



image1.jpeg



image2.wmf

 


 


 




image3.png























mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 192-1



    

2990 Richmond Avenue #500 - Houston, TX  77098 - Phone: 713.529.6443 - Fax: 713.529.6481 - email:   
www.bayoupreservation.org 

 

Board Members 
Terry Hershey, Founder 

 
Executive Committee 

Robert Rayburn, President, Community Volunteer  
J. Tynan Kelly, Chairman of the Board, Attorney at Law  

Bruce Heiberg, VP, Signal Creek Architects 
Jack Sakolosky, VP Community Volunteer 

Linda Shead, VP, Shead Conservation Solutions 
Cory Stull, Secretary, Freese and Nichols, Inc. 

Michael Hendryx, Treasurer, Strong Pipkin Bissell & Ledyard 
Chris Browne, Director, EHRA 

Elaine Finger, Director, Community Volunteer  
Jim Robertson, Director, Community Volunteer 

Board of Directors 
Elle Anderson, Grounds Anderson, LLC 

Michael F. Bloom, R.G. Miller Engineers, Inc. 
Jill Boullion, Greens Bayou Corridor Coalition 

Claire Caudill, Community Volunteer 
Allen B. Craig, Gardere, Wynne, Sewell 

Amy Dinn, Patel Ervin Dinn PLLC 
Wyatt Dowling, Tetter Coleman LLP 

Lee Forbes, Forbes Consultancy, PLLC 
Mike Garver, BRH-Garver Construction, L.P. 

Deborah Hartman, Hartman PR Associates 
Colleen Holthouse, Community Volunteer 

Mike Howell, Howell Law Firm 
Lynne B. Johnson, Community Volunteer 

Tom Kartrude, Armand Bayou Nature Center 
Robert S. Lee, GSI Environmental Inc. 

Penny Loyd,  Community Volunteer 
Judy Meyer, John Daugherty Realtors 

Mike Mize, Community Volunteer 
Rebecca Olive, AECOM 

Bob Schwartz, Community Volunteer 
Frank C. Smith, Jr., Community Volunteer 

Lawrence Spence, Westside High School, HISD 
Merrie Talley, Talley Landscape Architects, Inc. 

Terri Thomas, Community Volunteer 
Matthew K. Zeve, IEA, Inc. 

 
Advisory Board 

Glenda Barrett, Community Volunteer 
Hugh J. Barrett, Community Volunteer 
John R. Bartos, Houston Canoe Club 

Jacqueline Buskop, Community Volunteer 
Glenda Callaway, Ekistics Corporation 

Mary Carter, Blackburn & Carter 
Dick Cate, Community Volunteer 

Karen Cornelius, Community Volunteer 
Tom Douglas, Community Volunteer 

Clayton Erikson, Community Volunteer 
Erik Eriksson, Port Of Houston Authority 

Jana Friederick, Rockwater Energy Solutions 
Susan Hill, Hawes Hill & Assoc. 
Tom Ivy, Community Volunteer 

Carla Knobloch, Community Volunteer 
Harriet Latimer, Development Consultant 

Jim Lester, Houston Advanced Research Center 
Carl Masterson, Community Volunteer 

Alisa Max, HC Storm Water Quality 
Mickey Merritt, Texas Forest Service 

S. Reed Morian, DX Service Co. 
Paul Nelson, Lone Star Groundwater Conservation District  

Roksan Okan-Vick, Houston Parks Board 
Kathleen Ownby, SPARK School Park Program 
Mary Anne Piacentini, Katy Prairie Conservancy 

Rachel Powers, Citizen’s Environmental Coalition 
Jim Pulliam, North Harris Co. Regional Water Auth. 

Commissioner Steve Radack, Harris County 
Todd Running, Houston-Galveston Area Council 

Kevin Shanley, The SWA Group 
Dick Smith, Cypress Creek Flood Control Coalition 

Melvin Spinks, CivilTech Engineering, Inc. 
Art Storey, HC Public Infrastructure Dept. 

Gary Struzick, Klotz Associates, Inc. 
Mike Talbott, HC Flood Control District 

Brittany Tones, Terracon 
Rico Torres, Bayou City Adventures, INC 

MaryAlice Torres-MacDonald, Texas Tech University 
Len Waterworth, Community Volunteer 

Carolyn White, HC Flood Control District 
Carla Wyatt, HC Flood Control District  

 
Watershed Representatives 

Tom Kartrude, Armand Bayou 
Bob Schwartz, Brays Bayou 

Mike Garver/ Anne Olson, Buffalo Bayou 
Linda Jones, Cedar Bayou 

Mike Mize, Clear Creek 
Jim Robertson, Cypress Creek 

Charriss York, Dickinson Bayou 
Jill Boullion, Greens Bayou 

Merrie Talley, Hunting Bayou 
Eileen Hatcher, Japhet Creek 

Becky Houston, Little White Oak Bayou 
Joanna Friesen/ Amy Sullivan, Sims Bayou 

Suzanne Simpson, Spring Creek 
Tom Gall/ Bob Lee, White Oak Bayou 

 
Katharine C. Lord, Executive Director 

May 29, 2015 
 
TxDOT District Office 
Director of Project Development 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 
 
Email: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 
 
RE:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project – I -45 Beltway 8 to 
US 59 - Public Comments 
 
Dear Mr. Pat Henry, P.E., 
 
Bayou Preservation Association (BPA) is a local, environmental 
advocacy, non-profit organization with the mission to celebrate, protect 
and restore the natural richness of all our bayous and streams.  BPA’s 
vision is a network of healthy bayous, streams and watersheds.  
Consistent with these purposes, we provide the following comments on 
the proposals to widen and reconstruct a large portion of I-45 in north 
and central Houston crossing four watersheds with significant impacts 
on the four waterways:  Buffalo Bayou, White Oak Bayou, Little White 
Oak Bayou and Halls Bayou. 
 
Stormwater Runoff Rate Impact Mitigation 
The subject project is a very significant source of stormwater runoff.  
Mitigation of both the runoff rate and stormwater quality needs to be 
incorporated into the planning and design of all aspects of this project 
and of its additions to existing infrastructure.  We note that while 
portions of the existing infrastructure were built without mitigation due to 
the lack of requirements at the time they were built, ALL of the new 
construction should meet current design and mitigation standards, 
because the entire corridor will be reconstructed from the ground up. 
 
This and other older Houston freeways had no stormwater mitigation 
when they were originally built and contribute heavily to existing 
flooding in downstream areas and in the introduction of polluted runoff 
into the region’s streams.   Each of the four bayous that will receive 
runoff from the rebuilt freeway corridor currently have severe existing 
flood hazard conditions with thousands of properties at risk, and the 
high costs of flooding are paid for by businesses and residents during 
and after flood events. The HCFCD has identified plans to reduce the 
flood hazards on each of these bayous but the District has very limited 
resources and should not be called upon to mitigate the stormwater 
impacts of TxDOT projects. The Bayou Preservation Association takes 
a very strong position that TxDOT should be fully mitigating the effects 

http://www.bayoupreservation.org/
mailto:HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
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of all new work in their MIS projects, and not ‘grandfathering’ existing 
roadways and structures that are going to be replaced.  
 
Stormwater Quality Mitigation 
Stormwater runoff from freeway corridors carries heavy loads of 
sediments and pollutants that need to be mitigated prior to being 
discharged into local streams or bayous. Numerous devices and 
approaches are commercially available and available as design 
standards to reduce road-borne pollutants. In addition, detention basins 
designed with wet, vegetated bottoms to carry the first flush off road 
surfaces can significantly reduce pollutants from reaching the discharge 
point, so TxDOT should attempt, wherever feasible, to make its 
detention basins serve this double function. 
 
Warm-season first flush runoff will have elevated temperatures which 
result in low levels of dissolved oxygen, which can result in fish kills and 
unhealthy anaerobic conditions. The mitigation measures used along 
the freeway corridor need to reduce the runoff temperature to close to 
ambient and increase the dissolved oxygen to levels that support 
healthy riparian and aquatic vegetation and wildlife. 
 
We are asking that TxDOT include, as a matter of policy, the mitigation 
of the entire project when the entire roadway is rebuilt. This would 
include the impacts of the area of impervious surfaces that were there 
in earlier, unmitigated phases and would also include mitigation for 
improvements to the collection system (newer, larger culverts for 
instance).  We stand ready to assist the consideration of this full 
mitigation issue. 
 
Public Access Along Bayou Corridors 
Since this planned project will cross major bayous at several locations, 
we request that accommodation be made to allow pedestrian and 
bicycle access along the waterways under or over the project to aid 
mobility along and enjoyment of our bayous.  While establishment of 
trails is not a high priority for TxDOT, we feel that TxDOT should not 
create obstacles to trail connections or have structures that require 
extensive modification for the establishment of trails.  
 
The proposed project will cross Little White Oak Bayou at 3 locations, 
Halls Bayou once, White Oak Bayou once and, depending on the actual 
design, will cross Buffalo Bayou several times.  Currently where Little 
White Oak and Halls Bayous cross this project, no pedestrian access is 
provided along the waterways and these act as a barrier to enjoyment 
of the bayou and mobility.  Currently, these access accommodations 
exist along White Oak Bayou and some of the crossings over Buffalo 
Bayou; existing trail connectivity will need to be preserved or enhanced 
with the new project.   
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The BPA is pleased with the accommodation recently made by TxDOT 
under I-10 at Langham Creek where a wide path was created under I-
10 for pedestrians and bicyclists.  This has become a popular asset to 
allow recreation and non-automotive mobility to cross I-10 and continue 
the recreation area along this waterway from Terry Hershey Park to 
Addicks Reservoir.  We request similar treatment along these bayous 
under the planned improvements on I-45.   
 
Specifically, we request that a concrete shared use trail no less than 10 
feet wide be constructed along each of these waterways and that the 
location and design and location be coordinated with those planning 
and/or providing connections to other recreational trails in the area.  
Attached is copy of a letter from the Houston Parks Board dated 
December 2, 2013 to TxDOT concerning this project.  We support the 
Houston Parks Board’s detailed request for modifications in this project 
along Little White Oak Bayou and ask that these accommodations be 
made, or be preserved, also for White Oak Bayou, Halls Bayou and 
Buffalo Bayou. 
 
Wildlife Corridors 
Riparian areas along our bayous and waterways are important wildlife 
corridors both within the water and along the banks.  Give consideration 
to restoring and or preserving vegetation and soils along the waterways 
under this project to enable movement of wildlife through the riparian 
corridors. 
 
Thank you for your attention and if additional information is needed, 
please contact:  Kathy Lord, Executive Director, Bayou Preservation 
Association; ; 713-529-6443. 
 
Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Katharine C. Lord 
Executive Director 
Bayou Preservation Association 
 
Attachment – HPB 12/3/2013 letter 
 
Cc: Quincy Allen, P.E. 
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From: Quincy Allen
To: Pat Henry
Subject: Fwd: Public Meeting #4 for North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 11:03:25 AM
Attachments: image005.png
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ATT00002.htm
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COH-PD_Ltr_TxDOT_IH45.pdf
ATT00004.htm

Please review this next week.  Thanks.  Quincy

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Mohite, Amar - PD" 
Date: May 29, 2015 at 5:36:13 PM CDT
To: "piowebmail@txdot.gov" <piowebmail@txdot.gov>, "HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov" <HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov>,
"Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov" <Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov>
Cc: 

Subject: Public Meeting #4 for North Houston Highway
Improvement Project

Dear Mr. Allen,
 
Please see attached letter from Director Patrick Walsh for the North Houston Highway
Improvement Project. This letter provides comments of the City of Houston’s Planning
and Development Department (P&D) on the information presented at the 4th round of
public meetings for the subject project held at the end of April 2015. Let us know if 
you have any questions regarding these comments.  If beneficial, we would be glad to
sit down with your office to review these comments individually.  We look forward to
your response to P&D’s comments on this project.
Thank you,

<!--[if !vml]-->

mailto:Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:piowebmail@txdot.gov
mailto:piowebmail@txdot.gov
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mailto:HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
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Amar Mohite, Division Manager

City of Houston Planning & Development Department

611 Walker, 6th Floor, Houston, Texas  77002 

Main: 832.393.6600  Please note my new phone number: Direct: 832.393.6564

Become a Fan on Facebook | Follow us on Twitter
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May 29, 2015 


  
 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 77251-1386 
 
RE: Public Meeting #4 for North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
This letter provides comments of the City of Houston’s Planning and Development Department 
(P&D) on the information presented at the 4th round of public meetings for the subject project 
held at the end of April 2015.  P&D has reviewed the proposed recommended alternatives and 
offers the following observations: 
 
General Comments:  


 The City of Houston has adopted a Complete Streets policy to ensure streets are 
constructed for all users of the system. The City also required the streets should be built 
using a Context Sensitive Design guidelines as those recommended in the ITE - Design 
Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach and NACTO – Urban 
Street Design Guide, and others. Since the project location is within an urban area of the 
city, including the Downtown, any future engineering design should meet these 
guidelines.  


 City of Houston is in the process of updating its Bicycle Master Plan and has been 
coordinating with TxDOT and other agencies in the region. Final recommendations to 
the Bicycle Master Plan will be provided to TxDOT for consideration of potential impacts 
to the proposed improvements on I-45 North. 


 P&D does not support the proposed 15' shared use lane along frontage roads due to 
safety concerns arising from the speed differential between bicycles and other vehicles 
in these environments. Bicycle accommodations should be provided in the form of a 10' 
shared use path or protected bike lane. Note that the City is also updating its 
Infrastructure Design Manual and recommends on-street bike lanes to be 6' wide.  


 Ensure all bridges across the freeway and street crossings under the freeway provide for 
a minimum 6' unobstructed sidewalk. 


 Coordinate with METRO on proposed bus access to the managed lanes and transit 
centers, as well as on impacts to existing and proposed Light Rail Transit Corridors.  


 Further coordination with the City is needed to improve access between Downtown and 
all the adjacent neighborhoods including East Downtown, East End, First Ward, Second 
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Ward Fourth Ward and the Near Northside. In many cases, access is currently limited 
and can be improved with the proposed project.  


 Evaluate the feasibility of an interconnected, continuous managed lane system 
surrounding Downtown.  The proposed managed lanes for IH 45 North do not offer direct 
connection to other managed lanes facilities including IH 69/US 59 HOV lanes and the 
proposed express lanes for IH 10.   


 Evaluate the feasibility of accommodating future commuter rail along the managed lanes 
proposed for IH 45 North as a long-term strategy to offer additional travel options. 


 
Segment 1 


 Evaluate the option to depress the freeway segment between Airline Drive and HB&T 
Railroad along the Northline Mall and Northside neighborhood to minimize community 
impact. The Northline Mall is a central community attraction for the Northside and 
Independence-Height neighborhoods. The freeway creates a physical barrier between 
the two neighborhoods.  Depressing the freeway and limiting its impact on adjoining 
properties, similar to the IH 45 segment in the Heights, will maximize the use of the land 
and preserve the character of the neighborhoods.  


 Many intersections in Segment 1 are proposed with suburban intersection design 
considerations. This segment falls within an urban area and all intersections should be 
designed to improve pedestrian and bicycle accessibility. To this end, an intersection 
design that incorporates a free flow right turn lane with a pedestrian island creates an 
unsafe environment for pedestrians since many drivers do not yield to pedestrians at 
such intersections. Additionally, a number of intersections have dedicated right turn 
lanes. Ensure the traffic counts warrant dedicated right turns. 5-6 lane/multi-lane 
frontage roads are daunting for pedestrians to cross. Coordinate with City of Houston on 
all intersection designs.   


 Extend Pickering Street between Yale Street and IH 45 southbound frontage road.   
 Yale Street and Twickenham Trail intersect at IH 45 northbound frontage road creating 


Y-intersection. Ensure appropriate design consideration to improve safe access at this 
intersection.  


 Maintain existing connection from IH 45 northbound frontage road to Burress Street, 
south of Tidwell Road.  


 Maintain existing connection from IH 45 southbound frontage road to Hidden Valley 
Drive, south of SH 249. This is the only east west location connection between SH 249 
and Gulf Bank Road. 


 Connect Blue Bell Road, between SH 249 and West Road, across IH 45 as a 2 lane 
underpass with pedestrian and bicycle accessibility. Blue Bell Road is being added to 
the City's Major Thoroughfare and Freeway plan consistent with the recommendations of 
the Northwest Mobility Study.  


 Ensure adequate clearance across Halls Bayou to allow for adequate natural drainage 
conveyance, and a pedestrian and bicycle trail along the bayou. These 
recommendations are consistent with the City's Bayou Greenway Initiative and HCFCD's 
Halls Bayou study.  


 Maintain the existing connection from the IH 45 frontage roads to Gillespie Street, south 
of Aldine Bender Road/Fallbrook Drive. Coordinate with the City of Houston to redesign 
the IH 45 interchange at Aldine Bender Road along the east side. The alignment of old 
Airline Road can be reconfigured to improve vehicular and pedestrian circulation within 
this area. 
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Segment 2  


 The proposed configuration of IH 610 at Irving Boulevard includes the removal of the 
westbound on ramp and the eastbound off ramp.  Removal of these ramps would reduce 
access to Irvington Boulevard and the residential neighborhoods between IH 45 and US 
59. Evaluate options to maintain the current on and off ramp configuration at IH 610 at 
Irving Boulevard.  


 Extend Melbourne Street to northbound IH 45 frontage road to create a T-intersection. 
 Realign the old IH 610 westbound frontage road to IH 45 northbound frontage road to 


create 90 degree 2-way street intersection at IH 610 westbound frontage road to 
improve local street circulation. 


 Link Road underpass should accommodate 2 vehicular lanes, minimum 6' unobstructed 
sidewalk and 6' bike lanes. 


 Patton Street underpass should accommodate 4 vehicular lanes, minimum 6' 
unobstructed sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  


 Coordinate with the City to evaluate two-way operation on Houston Avenue all the way 
to North Main Street. 


 Consider preserving the on ramp connection from South Street to IH 45. If this is not 
feasible, extend South Street, as a two-way local street, to North Street at Mainford 
Street to preserve and improved local circulation.  


 
Segment 3 


 Evaluate the feasibility for the reconstruction to allow for future two-way managed lane 
along US 59 and Spur 527.  


 Ensure curb radius at southwest corner of Main Street and US 59 to Main Street exit 
ramp is appropriate for an urban area with high pedestrian traffic.  


 Evaluate the feasibility of a green space deck, similar to the optional design proposed in 
Segment 2, through the Midtown section from Main Street to Almeda Road maintaining 
the connections of all local streets including Blodgett Street, Caroline Street, Austin 
Street and Cleburne Street. Even if not feasible at this time, the design should not 
preclude the capping of this section in the future. 


 Evaluate the option of shortening the SH 288 to US 59 S direct connector ramp or 
bringing its grade with US 59 sooner. This will be the only elevated structure west of SH 
288 through Midtown and appears to be the cause of many of the proposed 
disconnections in the street grid.  The project should seek to increase the connectivity in 
this area, not reduce it. 


 Ensure 6' unobstructed sidewalk and 5’ minimum (6' desired) bike lanes along all 
proposed local street bridges and freeway underpasses.  


 Realign the SH 288 managed lanes from the proposed configuration that tie into 
Chenevert Street.  Instead, divert the traffic to and from managed lane to Hamilton 
Street and Chartres Street which function as frontage roads. Alternatives may include 
tying directly near Elgin Street bridge or extending to McGowen Street or Gray Street. 
This configuration allows better access from Midtown and Third Ward neighborhoods to 
the SH 288 managed lanes 


 In the current proposal justify the need to widen Chenevert Street, south of Elgin Street, 
to 4 lanes when currently this segment to the SH 288 Toll Road is served by a single 
lane.  
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 Restore the historic street grid of Chenevert Street, Francis Street, and Holman Street 
rather than tying SH 288 southbound frontage road into Chenevert Street. Excess right 
of way may be converted to park space.  


 Ensure proposed design does not preclude a green space deck, similar to the optional 
design proposed in Segment 2, over SH 288 and US 59 between Elgin Street and 
McGowen Street. Provisions should be included to allow future caps to be built easily 
and with minimal disruption. 


 Evaluate opportunities for Holman Street to extend across US 59 to improve connectivity 
between Midtown and the Third Ward neighborhoods. 


 Polk Street is a critical east west connector between East Downtown and Downtown for 
vehicles, pedestrians and bicyclists. Evaluate the option to reconfigure the direct 
connector between IH 45 and US 59 to maintain the Polk Street connection. This could 
possibly be accomplished by moving the divergence of the ramps to/from IH 45 South 
three blocks north to Rusk Street. The connections of Lamar Street, McKinney Street, 
and Walker Street dead end at the convention center, and therefore far less important 
than Polk Street. Circulation can be provided by a two-way St. Emanuel Street (see next 
bullet). 


 The proposed expansion of the freeway eliminates St. Emanuel Street as a 2-way 
roadway. North-south circulation in East Downtown and the Second Ward is limited due 
to existing Union Pacific Railroad. Evaluate St. Emanuel Street as a 4 lane two-way 
roadway rather than a one-way northbound frontage road.  


 Maintain Hamilton Street between Texas Avenue and Ruiz Street for local circulation.  
Coordinate with the City to evaluate a 2-way roadway configuration to improve 
circulation.  


 The proposed design does not have any access to US 59 south from Downtown, East 
Downtown and Second Ward. Provide on-ramps to southbound US 59 main lanes in 
northern Downtown near Minute Maid stadium. This will allow residents and businesses 
Downtown and Second Ward area better access to US 59 southbound and SH 288.  


 Lane markings identified for Navigation Boulevard and Texas Avenue at US 59 are 
incorrect. Both streets provide two-way travel.  


 City of Houston in coordination with the Gulf Coast Rail District in the process of 
designing a grade separation for Navigation Boulevard and Commerce Street at UPRR - 
West Belt Subdivision. Coordinate with the City to ensure the grade separation is taken 
into account in the proposed improvements associated with the IH 45 project.   


 There is limited east west access between the Second Ward/East End and Downtown. 
Maintain/extend Runnels Street across the freeway to intersect McKey/Elysian Street 
Viaduct.  


 Proposed design only allows eastbound connection from Nance Street and Rothwell 
Street to Jensen Drive. Provide westbound connection from Jensen Drive to Nance 
Street to maintain two-way east-west circulation. Ensure these connections are grade 
separated from BNSF Railroad.  


 Provide an extension of IH 10 westbound frontage road across US 59 between Meadow 
Road and Schwartz Street to offer direct access to the west side of US 59. 


 Consider extending the westbound frontage road along IH 10 under UPRR railroad 
between Semmes and Maury streets to avoid at-grade railroad crossing.  


 Extend Maury Street across IH 10 as it is the only road that offers at-grade crossing of 
UPRR within this area. Maury Street is a designated bicycle facility. Bicycle 
accommodations should be provided along Elysian Viaduct with the reconstruction. 


 Maintain Gregg Street connection under IH 10.  
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 The proposed realignment of the freeway precludes the extension of the major 
thoroughfare San Jacinto Street north of IH 10 to Fulton Street as depicted on the City’s 
Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan. This limits north south access between 
Downtown and the Northside neighborhoods. Coordinate with the City to preserve the 
potential to extend San Jacinto Street to Fulton across IH 10 and Union Pacific Rail 
Road, consistent with the City’s Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan.  


 Provide access to and from Memorial Drive to the Downtown Connectors.  
 The proposed design along the west side of Downtown limits access between the Fourth 


Ward and Downtown. Evaluate the option of extending the proposed Downtown 
Connectors to align along Hiner Street. This would eliminate the need for two sets of 
roadways adjacent to each other. Additionally, the street grid between Downtown and 
Fourth ward would be reinstated, thus improving accessibility and connectivity in this 
area.  


 West Dallas Street is a designated Major Collector on the City's Major Thoroughfare and 
Freeway Plan. Maintain West Dallas Street across the Pease-Jefferson direct 
connectors by keeping the Downtown Connectors elevated across Dallas Street, or, 
preferably, by keeping them depressed like the existing cross section. 


 A significant number of residents in the Fourth Ward cross under IH 45 on foot at 
Jefferson Street and St. Joseph Parkway. Evaluate options for pedestrian and bicycle 
connection at Andrews Street to improve safety and accessibility for pedestrians.  


 Justify the need for 6 lanes along Heiner Street between Allen Parkway and Brazos 
Street, as it will no longer carry freeway ramp volumes. Consideration should be given to 
providing bicycle and pedestrian connectivity between Midtown and Buffalo Bayou in this 
corridor. 


 The intersection of Allen Parkway and Houston Avenue/Heiner Street should be 
designed to ensure safe pedestrian and bicycle access given the proximity to the Buffalo 
Bayou Park, Sam Houston Park and other recreational destinations. The intersection 
should be designed as an urban core thoroughfare intersection with 6'-8' wide pedestrian 
refuge and other pedestrian and bicycle safety features.  


 Coordinate with the City to evaluate an alternative reconfiguration to access the freeway 
from the Walker/McKinney ingress-egress ramp. Consider an option that consolidates 
the access to south of the City Hall Annex on McKinney Street to create a better 
connection between the Buffalo Bayou and Downtown along Walker Street. Consider a 
two-way configuration on McKinney Street for at least several blocks.  Rethink the area 
between the City Hall Annex and the Theater District as an extension of the Buffalo 
Bayou Park connecting to Tranquility Park.  


 Hogan Street bridge should accommodate 4 vehicular lanes, minimum 6' unobstructed 
sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  


 The Houston Avenue bridge across IH 10 should accommodate 4 vehicular lanes, 
minimum 6' unobstructed sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  


 The Quitman/White Oak Street bridge should accommodate 2 vehicular lanes, minimum 
6' unobstructed sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  


 Ensure adequate clearance across Little White Oak Bayou to allow for adequate natural 
drainage conveyance, and pedestrian and bicycle accessibility along the bayou 
consistent with the City's bikeway map for off-street facilities.  


 The local street grid should be fully reestablished where IH 10 is being removed near 
UH-Downtown. 
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Thank you for the consideration of these comments.  If beneficial, we would be glad to 
sit down with your office to review these comments individually.  We look forward to 
your response to P&D’s comments on this project.  
 
 
Sincerely, 


 
 
 


 
Patrick Walsh, P.E., Director  
Planning & Development Department 
 


 
 


PW:AM/jw 
 
cc: Dale Rudick, P.E. Public Works and Engineering Department, Director 
 Andy Icken, Chief Development Officer 
 Alan Clark, Director, Houston-Galveston Area Council 


Quincy Allen, P.E., District Engineer, Texas Department of Transportation 
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Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 77251-1386 
 
RE: Public Meeting #4 for North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
This letter provides comments of the City of Houston’s Planning and Development Department 
(P&D) on the information presented at the 4th round of public meetings for the subject project 
held at the end of April 2015.  P&D has reviewed the proposed recommended alternatives and 
offers the following observations: 
 
General Comments:  

 The City of Houston has adopted a Complete Streets policy to ensure streets are 
constructed for all users of the system. The City also required the streets should be built 
using a Context Sensitive Design guidelines as those recommended in the ITE - Design 
Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach and NACTO – Urban 
Street Design Guide, and others. Since the project location is within an urban area of the 
city, including the Downtown, any future engineering design should meet these 
guidelines.  

 City of Houston is in the process of updating its Bicycle Master Plan and has been 
coordinating with TxDOT and other agencies in the region. Final recommendations to 
the Bicycle Master Plan will be provided to TxDOT for consideration of potential impacts 
to the proposed improvements on I-45 North. 

 P&D does not support the proposed 15' shared use lane along frontage roads due to 
safety concerns arising from the speed differential between bicycles and other vehicles 
in these environments. Bicycle accommodations should be provided in the form of a 10' 
shared use path or protected bike lane. Note that the City is also updating its 
Infrastructure Design Manual and recommends on-street bike lanes to be 6' wide.  

 Ensure all bridges across the freeway and street crossings under the freeway provide for 
a minimum 6' unobstructed sidewalk. 

 Coordinate with METRO on proposed bus access to the managed lanes and transit 
centers, as well as on impacts to existing and proposed Light Rail Transit Corridors.  

 Further coordination with the City is needed to improve access between Downtown and 
all the adjacent neighborhoods including East Downtown, East End, First Ward, Second 
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Ward Fourth Ward and the Near Northside. In many cases, access is currently limited 
and can be improved with the proposed project.  

 Evaluate the feasibility of an interconnected, continuous managed lane system 
surrounding Downtown.  The proposed managed lanes for IH 45 North do not offer direct 
connection to other managed lanes facilities including IH 69/US 59 HOV lanes and the 
proposed express lanes for IH 10.   

 Evaluate the feasibility of accommodating future commuter rail along the managed lanes 
proposed for IH 45 North as a long-term strategy to offer additional travel options. 

 
Segment 1 

 Evaluate the option to depress the freeway segment between Airline Drive and HB&T 
Railroad along the Northline Mall and Northside neighborhood to minimize community 
impact. The Northline Mall is a central community attraction for the Northside and 
Independence-Height neighborhoods. The freeway creates a physical barrier between 
the two neighborhoods.  Depressing the freeway and limiting its impact on adjoining 
properties, similar to the IH 45 segment in the Heights, will maximize the use of the land 
and preserve the character of the neighborhoods.  

 Many intersections in Segment 1 are proposed with suburban intersection design 
considerations. This segment falls within an urban area and all intersections should be 
designed to improve pedestrian and bicycle accessibility. To this end, an intersection 
design that incorporates a free flow right turn lane with a pedestrian island creates an 
unsafe environment for pedestrians since many drivers do not yield to pedestrians at 
such intersections. Additionally, a number of intersections have dedicated right turn 
lanes. Ensure the traffic counts warrant dedicated right turns. 5-6 lane/multi-lane 
frontage roads are daunting for pedestrians to cross. Coordinate with City of Houston on 
all intersection designs.   

 Extend Pickering Street between Yale Street and IH 45 southbound frontage road.   
 Yale Street and Twickenham Trail intersect at IH 45 northbound frontage road creating 

Y-intersection. Ensure appropriate design consideration to improve safe access at this 
intersection.  

 Maintain existing connection from IH 45 northbound frontage road to Burress Street, 
south of Tidwell Road.  

 Maintain existing connection from IH 45 southbound frontage road to Hidden Valley 
Drive, south of SH 249. This is the only east west location connection between SH 249 
and Gulf Bank Road. 

 Connect Blue Bell Road, between SH 249 and West Road, across IH 45 as a 2 lane 
underpass with pedestrian and bicycle accessibility. Blue Bell Road is being added to 
the City's Major Thoroughfare and Freeway plan consistent with the recommendations of 
the Northwest Mobility Study.  

 Ensure adequate clearance across Halls Bayou to allow for adequate natural drainage 
conveyance, and a pedestrian and bicycle trail along the bayou. These 
recommendations are consistent with the City's Bayou Greenway Initiative and HCFCD's 
Halls Bayou study.  

 Maintain the existing connection from the IH 45 frontage roads to Gillespie Street, south 
of Aldine Bender Road/Fallbrook Drive. Coordinate with the City of Houston to redesign 
the IH 45 interchange at Aldine Bender Road along the east side. The alignment of old 
Airline Road can be reconfigured to improve vehicular and pedestrian circulation within 
this area. 
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Page 3 
May 29, 2015 
Public Meeting #4 for North Houston Highway Improvement Project  
 

 

 
 
Segment 2  

 The proposed configuration of IH 610 at Irving Boulevard includes the removal of the 
westbound on ramp and the eastbound off ramp.  Removal of these ramps would reduce 
access to Irvington Boulevard and the residential neighborhoods between IH 45 and US 
59. Evaluate options to maintain the current on and off ramp configuration at IH 610 at 
Irving Boulevard.  

 Extend Melbourne Street to northbound IH 45 frontage road to create a T-intersection. 
 Realign the old IH 610 westbound frontage road to IH 45 northbound frontage road to 

create 90 degree 2-way street intersection at IH 610 westbound frontage road to 
improve local street circulation. 

 Link Road underpass should accommodate 2 vehicular lanes, minimum 6' unobstructed 
sidewalk and 6' bike lanes. 

 Patton Street underpass should accommodate 4 vehicular lanes, minimum 6' 
unobstructed sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  

 Coordinate with the City to evaluate two-way operation on Houston Avenue all the way 
to North Main Street. 

 Consider preserving the on ramp connection from South Street to IH 45. If this is not 
feasible, extend South Street, as a two-way local street, to North Street at Mainford 
Street to preserve and improved local circulation.  

 
Segment 3 

 Evaluate the feasibility for the reconstruction to allow for future two-way managed lane 
along US 59 and Spur 527.  

 Ensure curb radius at southwest corner of Main Street and US 59 to Main Street exit 
ramp is appropriate for an urban area with high pedestrian traffic.  

 Evaluate the feasibility of a green space deck, similar to the optional design proposed in 
Segment 2, through the Midtown section from Main Street to Almeda Road maintaining 
the connections of all local streets including Blodgett Street, Caroline Street, Austin 
Street and Cleburne Street. Even if not feasible at this time, the design should not 
preclude the capping of this section in the future. 

 Evaluate the option of shortening the SH 288 to US 59 S direct connector ramp or 
bringing its grade with US 59 sooner. This will be the only elevated structure west of SH 
288 through Midtown and appears to be the cause of many of the proposed 
disconnections in the street grid.  The project should seek to increase the connectivity in 
this area, not reduce it. 

 Ensure 6' unobstructed sidewalk and 5’ minimum (6' desired) bike lanes along all 
proposed local street bridges and freeway underpasses.  

 Realign the SH 288 managed lanes from the proposed configuration that tie into 
Chenevert Street.  Instead, divert the traffic to and from managed lane to Hamilton 
Street and Chartres Street which function as frontage roads. Alternatives may include 
tying directly near Elgin Street bridge or extending to McGowen Street or Gray Street. 
This configuration allows better access from Midtown and Third Ward neighborhoods to 
the SH 288 managed lanes 

 In the current proposal justify the need to widen Chenevert Street, south of Elgin Street, 
to 4 lanes when currently this segment to the SH 288 Toll Road is served by a single 
lane.  
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 Restore the historic street grid of Chenevert Street, Francis Street, and Holman Street 
rather than tying SH 288 southbound frontage road into Chenevert Street. Excess right 
of way may be converted to park space.  

 Ensure proposed design does not preclude a green space deck, similar to the optional 
design proposed in Segment 2, over SH 288 and US 59 between Elgin Street and 
McGowen Street. Provisions should be included to allow future caps to be built easily 
and with minimal disruption. 

 Evaluate opportunities for Holman Street to extend across US 59 to improve connectivity 
between Midtown and the Third Ward neighborhoods. 

 Polk Street is a critical east west connector between East Downtown and Downtown for 
vehicles, pedestrians and bicyclists. Evaluate the option to reconfigure the direct 
connector between IH 45 and US 59 to maintain the Polk Street connection. This could 
possibly be accomplished by moving the divergence of the ramps to/from IH 45 South 
three blocks north to Rusk Street. The connections of Lamar Street, McKinney Street, 
and Walker Street dead end at the convention center, and therefore far less important 
than Polk Street. Circulation can be provided by a two-way St. Emanuel Street (see next 
bullet). 

 The proposed expansion of the freeway eliminates St. Emanuel Street as a 2-way 
roadway. North-south circulation in East Downtown and the Second Ward is limited due 
to existing Union Pacific Railroad. Evaluate St. Emanuel Street as a 4 lane two-way 
roadway rather than a one-way northbound frontage road.  

 Maintain Hamilton Street between Texas Avenue and Ruiz Street for local circulation.  
Coordinate with the City to evaluate a 2-way roadway configuration to improve 
circulation.  

 The proposed design does not have any access to US 59 south from Downtown, East 
Downtown and Second Ward. Provide on-ramps to southbound US 59 main lanes in 
northern Downtown near Minute Maid stadium. This will allow residents and businesses 
Downtown and Second Ward area better access to US 59 southbound and SH 288.  

 Lane markings identified for Navigation Boulevard and Texas Avenue at US 59 are 
incorrect. Both streets provide two-way travel.  

 City of Houston in coordination with the Gulf Coast Rail District in the process of 
designing a grade separation for Navigation Boulevard and Commerce Street at UPRR - 
West Belt Subdivision. Coordinate with the City to ensure the grade separation is taken 
into account in the proposed improvements associated with the IH 45 project.   

 There is limited east west access between the Second Ward/East End and Downtown. 
Maintain/extend Runnels Street across the freeway to intersect McKey/Elysian Street 
Viaduct.  

 Proposed design only allows eastbound connection from Nance Street and Rothwell 
Street to Jensen Drive. Provide westbound connection from Jensen Drive to Nance 
Street to maintain two-way east-west circulation. Ensure these connections are grade 
separated from BNSF Railroad.  

 Provide an extension of IH 10 westbound frontage road across US 59 between Meadow 
Road and Schwartz Street to offer direct access to the west side of US 59. 

 Consider extending the westbound frontage road along IH 10 under UPRR railroad 
between Semmes and Maury streets to avoid at-grade railroad crossing.  

 Extend Maury Street across IH 10 as it is the only road that offers at-grade crossing of 
UPRR within this area. Maury Street is a designated bicycle facility. Bicycle 
accommodations should be provided along Elysian Viaduct with the reconstruction. 

 Maintain Gregg Street connection under IH 10.  
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 The proposed realignment of the freeway precludes the extension of the major 
thoroughfare San Jacinto Street north of IH 10 to Fulton Street as depicted on the City’s 
Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan. This limits north south access between 
Downtown and the Northside neighborhoods. Coordinate with the City to preserve the 
potential to extend San Jacinto Street to Fulton across IH 10 and Union Pacific Rail 
Road, consistent with the City’s Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan.  

 Provide access to and from Memorial Drive to the Downtown Connectors.  
 The proposed design along the west side of Downtown limits access between the Fourth 

Ward and Downtown. Evaluate the option of extending the proposed Downtown 
Connectors to align along Hiner Street. This would eliminate the need for two sets of 
roadways adjacent to each other. Additionally, the street grid between Downtown and 
Fourth ward would be reinstated, thus improving accessibility and connectivity in this 
area.  

 West Dallas Street is a designated Major Collector on the City's Major Thoroughfare and 
Freeway Plan. Maintain West Dallas Street across the Pease-Jefferson direct 
connectors by keeping the Downtown Connectors elevated across Dallas Street, or, 
preferably, by keeping them depressed like the existing cross section. 

 A significant number of residents in the Fourth Ward cross under IH 45 on foot at 
Jefferson Street and St. Joseph Parkway. Evaluate options for pedestrian and bicycle 
connection at Andrews Street to improve safety and accessibility for pedestrians.  

 Justify the need for 6 lanes along Heiner Street between Allen Parkway and Brazos 
Street, as it will no longer carry freeway ramp volumes. Consideration should be given to 
providing bicycle and pedestrian connectivity between Midtown and Buffalo Bayou in this 
corridor. 

 The intersection of Allen Parkway and Houston Avenue/Heiner Street should be 
designed to ensure safe pedestrian and bicycle access given the proximity to the Buffalo 
Bayou Park, Sam Houston Park and other recreational destinations. The intersection 
should be designed as an urban core thoroughfare intersection with 6'-8' wide pedestrian 
refuge and other pedestrian and bicycle safety features.  

 Coordinate with the City to evaluate an alternative reconfiguration to access the freeway 
from the Walker/McKinney ingress-egress ramp. Consider an option that consolidates 
the access to south of the City Hall Annex on McKinney Street to create a better 
connection between the Buffalo Bayou and Downtown along Walker Street. Consider a 
two-way configuration on McKinney Street for at least several blocks.  Rethink the area 
between the City Hall Annex and the Theater District as an extension of the Buffalo 
Bayou Park connecting to Tranquility Park.  

 Hogan Street bridge should accommodate 4 vehicular lanes, minimum 6' unobstructed 
sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  

 The Houston Avenue bridge across IH 10 should accommodate 4 vehicular lanes, 
minimum 6' unobstructed sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  

 The Quitman/White Oak Street bridge should accommodate 2 vehicular lanes, minimum 
6' unobstructed sidewalk and 6' bike lanes.  

 Ensure adequate clearance across Little White Oak Bayou to allow for adequate natural 
drainage conveyance, and pedestrian and bicycle accessibility along the bayou 
consistent with the City's bikeway map for off-street facilities.  

 The local street grid should be fully reestablished where IH 10 is being removed near 
UH-Downtown. 
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Thank you for the consideration of these comments.  If beneficial, we would be glad to 
sit down with your office to review these comments individually.  We look forward to 
your response to P&D’s comments on this project.  
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

 
Patrick Walsh, P.E., Director  
Planning & Development Department 
 

 
 

PW:AM/jw 
 
cc: Dale Rudick, P.E. Public Works and Engineering Department, Director 
 Andy Icken, Chief Development Officer 
 Alan Clark, Director, Houston-Galveston Area Council 

Quincy Allen, P.E., District Engineer, Texas Department of Transportation 
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From:
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Pat Henry; 
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project Comments from Greater Northside Management District
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 11:19:57 AM
Attachments: TXDOT comments GNMD.pdf

ATT00001.htm

May 29, 2015

Pat Henry, P.E.
Director of Project Development
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386
Houston, TX 77251

   RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Dear Mr. Henry:

The Greater Northside Management District (GNMD) appreciates the opportunity to
once again comment on the Texas Department of Transportation’s recommended
proposal for the North Houston Highway Improvement Project presented during the
4th public meetings.

We strongly feel that the highway improvement project should not obstruct access,
visibility or mobility in the Greater Northside Area.  Many of the comments we
received from GNMD business owners concern the economic impact caused during
the construction phase of the project and the final alignment chosen.  Please
minimize the impact to our District’s economic well-being by reducing the right of
way (ROW) acquisition where possible.  The design alternative chosen should allow
for greater connectivity within the area to businesses and neighborhoods as well as
to the North Corridor Light Rail System — specifically to the major stations at
Burnet/Hardy Yards and Northline/HCC.

Regarding Segment 1, we prefer that the ROW shift into the flood plain areas prior
to the 610 and I-45 exchange. We see the most impact on your recommendation to
acquire ROW on the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This section has many
residents and businesses that add to the economic health of the area and serve as
neighborhood landmarks.  These include the Culinary Institute Le Norte, Kris Bistro,
James Coney Island and Chick-Fil-A.

We prefer that the ROW on the west side be acquisitioned as it will have less
economic impact to vacant and underutilized properties. Since there is already
construction in the flood plain on the west side, the ROW could more easily be
acquisitioned on that side. Issues with utilizing floodway ROW from the west side
can be mitigated by retention/detention basins, channel adjustments or building
above grade.

For Segment 2, it is essential that the highway improvements do not limit access for
cyclists, pedestrians or public transit users.  All bridges removed and rebuilt, such as
Cottage Street, North Main and North Street, should be planned using transit-

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
x-apple-data-detectors://2/
x-apple-data-detectors://2/
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5305 Irvington Blvd., Houston, Texas  77009 


(713) 229-0900 office   (713) 695-6555 fax


May 29, 2015 
  
Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251 
  
 RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
  
Dear Mr. Henry: 
  
The Greater Northside Management District (GNMD) appreciates the opportunity to once again comment on 
the Texas Department of Transportation’s recommended proposal for the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project presented during the 4th public meetings. 
  
We strongly feel that the highway improvement project should not obstruct access, visibility or mobility in the 
Greater Northside Area.  Many of the comments we received from GNMD business owners concern the 
economic impact caused during the construction phase of the project and the final alignment chosen.  Please 
minimize the impact to our District’s economic well-being by reducing the right of way (ROW) acquisition 
where possible.  The design alternative chosen should allow for greater connectivity within the area to 
businesses and neighborhoods as well as to the North Corridor Light Rail System — specifically to the major 
stations at Burnet/Hardy Yards and Northline/HCC. 
  
Regarding Segment 1, we prefer that the ROW shift into the flood plain areas prior to the 610 and I-45 
exchange. We see the most impact on your recommendation to acquire ROW on the east side of I-45 south of 
Crosstimbers. This section has many residents and businesses that add to the economic health of the area and 
serve as neighborhood landmarks.  These include the Culinary Institute Le Norte, Kris Bistro, James Coney 
Island and Chick-Fil-A. 
  
We prefer that the ROW on the west side be acquisitioned as it will have less economic impact to vacant and 
underutilized properties. Since there is already construction in the flood plain on the west side, the ROW could 
more easily be acquisitioned on that side. Issues with utilizing floodway ROW from the west side can be 
mitigated by retention/detention basins, channel adjustments or building above grade. 
  
For Segment 2, it is essential that the highway improvements do not limit access for cyclists, pedestrians or 
public transit users.  All bridges removed and rebuilt, such as Cottage Street, North Main and North Street, 







!                                           Greater Northside Management District 


5305 Irvington Blvd., Houston, Texas  77009 


(713) 229-0900 office   (713) 695-6555 fax


should be planned using transit-oriented designs. This will provide access to pedestrians, cyclists and increased 
traffic en route to the North Corridor Light Rail System and to businesses, including the new White Oak Music 
Venue and Holiday Inn.  


This segment has numerous exits and entrances that appear to be eliminated. We propose maintaining some of 
the exits of North Main, Patton, Cavalcade, Quitman, Houston Avenue and Irvington. These are major 
thoroughfare streets with access points into the Northside that directly access businesses and neighborhoods. 
Our business owners feel that the closure of some of these exits could impact their economic success and the 
future economic development of the area.   
  
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support capping of the depressed section of I-45 near North 
Main Street.  We recommend that TxDOT put the infrastructure in place at the time of construction to make the 
plan more feasible and to minimize the cost to the public/private Green Space concept proposed during your 
presentation. 
  
For Segments 2 and 3, we strongly encourage TxDOT to coordinate with the Harris County Flood Control 
District and the Houston Parks Board to ensure that the bike/pedestrian features and trails along White Oak are 
not negatively impacted. 
  
For Segment 3, a major concern is how the realignment of I-10 near Downtown could affect the economic 
development of the Hardy Yards. This is a 40-acre development that recently has seen movement. Potential 
aesthetic and noise impact to adjacent existing and future development could be detrimental to the revitalization 
of Near Northside. 
  
Finally, we ask that the alternative chosen be the one with the least negative impacts to residents and businesses 
in the Greater Northside Area. 
  
We look forward to working with you to develop innovative, cost-effective and practical solutions to enhance 
the social, environmental and economic well-being of our region.  
  
  


Chairman - Board of Director 
Greater Northside Management District 
5305 Irvington Blvd. 
Houston, Texas  77009 
(713) 229-0900 – office 
www.greaternorthside.org
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oriented designs. This will provide access to pedestrians, cyclists and increased
traffic en route to the North Corridor Light Rail System and to businesses, including
the new White Oak Music Venue and Holiday Inn. 

This segment has numerous exits and entrances that appear to be eliminated. We
propose maintaining some of the exits of North Main, Patton, Cavalcade, Quitman,
Houston Avenue and Irvington. These are major thoroughfare streets with access
points into the Northside that directly access businesses and neighborhoods. Our
business owners feel that the closure of some of these exits could impact their
economic success and the future economic development of the area.  

TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support capping of the
depressed section of I-45 near North Main Street.  We recommend that TxDOT put
the infrastructure in place at the time of construction to make the plan more feasible
and to minimize the cost to the public/private Green Space concept proposed during
your presentation.

For Segments 2 and 3, we strongly encourage TxDOT to coordinate with the Harris
County Flood Control District and the Houston Parks Board to ensure that the
bike/pedestrian features and trails along White Oak are not negatively impacted.

For Segment 3, a major concern is how the realignment of I-10 near Downtown
could affect the economic development of the Hardy Yards. This is a 40-acre
development that recently has seen movement. Potential aesthetic and noise impact
to adjacent existing and future development could be detrimental to the
revitalization of Near Northside.

Finally, we ask that the alternative chosen be the one with the least negative
impacts to residents and businesses in the Greater Northside Area.

We look forward to working with you to develop innovative, cost-effective and
practical solutions to enhance the social, environmental and economic well-being of
our region. 

Sincerely,

Frumencio Reyes
Chairman - Board of Director
Greater Northside Management District
5305 Irvington Blvd.
Houston, Texas  77009
(713) 229-0900 – office
www.greaternorthside.org

x-apple-data-detectors://4/1
x-apple-data-detectors://4/1
tel:(713)%20229-0900
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May 29, 2015 
  
Pat Henry, P.E. 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251 
  
 RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
  
Dear Mr. Henry: 
  
The Greater Northside Management District (GNMD) appreciates the opportunity to once again comment on 
the Texas Department of Transportation’s recommended proposal for the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project presented during the 4th public meetings. 
  
We strongly feel that the highway improvement project should not obstruct access, visibility or mobility in the 
Greater Northside Area.  Many of the comments we received from GNMD business owners concern the 
economic impact caused during the construction phase of the project and the final alignment chosen.  Please 
minimize the impact to our District’s economic well-being by reducing the right of way (ROW) acquisition 
where possible.  The design alternative chosen should allow for greater connectivity within the area to 
businesses and neighborhoods as well as to the North Corridor Light Rail System — specifically to the major 
stations at Burnet/Hardy Yards and Northline/HCC. 
  
Regarding Segment 1, we prefer that the ROW shift into the flood plain areas prior to the 610 and I-45 
exchange. We see the most impact on your recommendation to acquire ROW on the east side of I-45 south of 
Crosstimbers. This section has many residents and businesses that add to the economic health of the area and 
serve as neighborhood landmarks.  These include the Culinary Institute Le Norte, Kris Bistro, James Coney 
Island and Chick-Fil-A. 
  
We prefer that the ROW on the west side be acquisitioned as it will have less economic impact to vacant and 
underutilized properties. Since there is already construction in the flood plain on the west side, the ROW could 
more easily be acquisitioned on that side. Issues with utilizing floodway ROW from the west side can be 
mitigated by retention/detention basins, channel adjustments or building above grade. 
  
For Segment 2, it is essential that the highway improvements do not limit access for cyclists, pedestrians or 
public transit users.  All bridges removed and rebuilt, such as Cottage Street, North Main and North Street, 
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should be planned using transit-oriented designs. This will provide access to pedestrians, cyclists and increased 
traffic en route to the North Corridor Light Rail System and to businesses, including the new White Oak Music 
Venue and Holiday Inn.  

This segment has numerous exits and entrances that appear to be eliminated. We propose maintaining some of 
the exits of North Main, Patton, Cavalcade, Quitman, Houston Avenue and Irvington. These are major 
thoroughfare streets with access points into the Northside that directly access businesses and neighborhoods. 
Our business owners feel that the closure of some of these exits could impact their economic success and the 
future economic development of the area.   
  
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support capping of the depressed section of I-45 near North 
Main Street.  We recommend that TxDOT put the infrastructure in place at the time of construction to make the 
plan more feasible and to minimize the cost to the public/private Green Space concept proposed during your 
presentation. 
  
For Segments 2 and 3, we strongly encourage TxDOT to coordinate with the Harris County Flood Control 
District and the Houston Parks Board to ensure that the bike/pedestrian features and trails along White Oak are 
not negatively impacted. 
  
For Segment 3, a major concern is how the realignment of I-10 near Downtown could affect the economic 
development of the Hardy Yards. This is a 40-acre development that recently has seen movement. Potential 
aesthetic and noise impact to adjacent existing and future development could be detrimental to the revitalization 
of Near Northside. 
  
Finally, we ask that the alternative chosen be the one with the least negative impacts to residents and businesses 
in the Greater Northside Area. 
  
We look forward to working with you to develop innovative, cost-effective and practical solutions to enhance 
the social, environmental and economic well-being of our region.  
  
  

Chairman - Board of Director 
Greater Northside Management District 
5305 Irvington Blvd. 
Houston, Texas  77009 
(713) 229-0900 – office 
www.greaternorthside.org
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From:
To: HOU_piowebmail@txdot.gov
Cc: Pat Henry; Quincy Allen; 
Subject: Public comment from Rep. Jessica Farrar
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 1:32:11 PM
Attachments: 2015.05 Public Comment EIS.docx.pdf

All:

I attached Rep. Farrar's letter to be included in the public meeting summary report. Thank you
for the opportunity to provide input.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,
Ariana A. Campos
Office of State Representative Jessica Farrar
 
Capitol office 1N.8
Mailing: PO Box 2910  I  Austin, Texas 78768
P (512) 463.0620  I  F (512) 463.0894

 

mailto:HOU_piowebmail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Quincy.Allen@txdot.gov
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From:
To: Pat Henry
Cc: HOU-PIOWebMail; Catherine Butsch
Subject: RE: Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Sunday, May 31, 2015 4:50:45 PM

Many thanks.
 
Roksan Okan-Vick, FAIA
Executive Director
 
Houston Parks Board
300 North Post Oak Lane
Houston, Tx. 77024
P: 713-942-8500 x-11
F: 713-942-7664
 
www.houstonparksboard.org
www.bayougreenways.org  
 

From: Pat Henry [mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov] 
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 4:48 PM
To: Roksan Okan-Vick
Cc: HOU-PIOWebMail; Catherine Butsch
Subject: Re: Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement Project
 
Got it.

Sent from my iPad

On May 31, 2015, at 1:59 PM, Roksan Okan-Vick  wrote:

Please confirm receipt.
Thank you.
Roksan
 
Roksan Okan-Vick, FAIA
Executive Director
 
Houston Parks Board
300 North Post Oak Lane
Houston, Tx. 77024
P: 713-942-8500 x-11
F: 713-942-7664
 
www.houstonparksboard.org
www.bayougreenways.org  
 

From: Catherine Butsch 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:48 AM
To: hou-piowebmail@txdot.gov
Cc: Roksan Okan-Vick

mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Catherine@houstonparksboard.org
http://www.houstonparksboard.org/
http://www.bayougreenways.org/
mailto:hou-piowebmail@txdot.gov
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Subject: Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement
Project
 
Please find attached a letter from the Houston Parks Board with our comments on the
North Houston Highway Improvement Project.
 
Please confirm that you have received this.
 
Best,
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Butsch
Communications Manager
Houston Parks Board -- Parks By You!

300 North Post Oak Lane
Houston, Tx. 77024
P: 713-942-8500 x18
F: 713-942-7664
www.houstonparksboard.org
www.bayougreenways.org  
 

<Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement
Project May 2015.pdf>

Talk. Text. Crash.

 

http://www.houstonparksboard.org/
http://www.bayougreenways.org/
http://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/division/traffic/safety/share-road/distracted.html
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May 29, 2015 
 
Texas Department of Transportation, Houston District 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, Texas 77251 
 
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
 
Attn: Quincy Allen, P.E. 
 
We write to ask that Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) take into account a 
number of important considerations as TxDOT continues with its proposed North Houston 
Highway Improvement Project. Taking into account these and other factors will help ensure 
protection of parkland and greenspaces and will enhance and preserve connectivity for 
bicyclists and pedestrians. The Houston Parks Board does not have an opinion with respect 
to the merits of the project regarding automobile transportation. But if the project does go 
forward, we respectfully request that the changes highlighted below be made to avoid 
adverse impact on nearby park and public greenspace and on other important community 
projects. We also respectfully request that we maintain the right to make comments in the 
future as the process continues.  
 
The Houston Parks Board and City of Houston’s Bayou Greenways 2020 project is creating 
a continuous system of parks along Houston’s major waterways. A major feature of the 
system is a network of shared use trails along nine of the major bayous within the City. This 
ambitious effort will result in a 150-mile alternative transportation network for pedestrians 
and bicyclists in the midst of public access parkland and, at the same time, will greatly 
increase acreage of parks in the City. Bayou Greenways 2020 will have significant 
environmental, economic and public health benefits for our City. These trails will be built to 
federal standards and will tie into similar trails built in recent years by TxDOT, the City of 
Houston, and other public entities.  
 
The total public and private investment for this new network will be at least $220 million, 
funded by a $100 million bond overwhelmingly supported by the citizens in 2012, with the 
balance to be secured by the Houston Parks Board in private and other matching funds. The 
Houston Parks Board has raised more than $90 million of private, matching funds thus far. 
 
We have met with Pat Henry and Bill Brudnick of your team and reviewed what we 
understand to be the publicly available information on proposals for the North Houston 
Highway Improvement Project. The size and scope of the project and its siting near 
important bayous and greenspace means that the project poses significant risk to Bayou 
Greenways 2020 and to Houston’s greenspaces. On the other hand, we believe that if 
designed and executed properly, there are important opportunities for the project to provide 
connections to Bayou Greenways 2020, to create new park options for Houston, and to 
enhance Houston’s overall transportation options. We also trust that the forthcoming Draft 
EIS will include robust analysis of the potential impacts and benefits to pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities. 
 
We specifically request you incorporate the following into your plans: 
 
1. Minimize encroachment of the widened freeway on Little White Oak Bayou south of I-610 
by removing the south bound frontage road or acquiring land on the opposite side of the 
freeway. 
 
2. Minimize encroachment of widened freeway on White Oak Bayou at I-10 by use of more 
elevated lanes to narrow the required right-of-way width. 
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3. Within the same watershed and preferably along the impacted bayou corridor, mitigate heavily for 
any and all loss of greenspace along the bayou corridor as a result of this project. Specifically, 
consider acquiring land along Little White Oak Bayou just north of I-610 to incorporate park-like 
detention parcels between the freeway and the Bayou.  
 

4. Build all detention areas to be dual use with stable and accessible trail benches along high banks 
so that Houston can later add trails and amenities to the areas and allow for both recreational and 
detention use. 
 

5. Build all detention areas to clean road-polluted water with wet bottom cleansing ponds and other 
filtration techniques in order to mitigate the adverse water quality impact of new roadways. Plans 
should be developed to remove debris and keep these catchment systems clean. TxDOT should 
assume responsibility for this trash collection, as the trash will be carried by storm water from 
TxDOT facilities. These facilities should be explicitly designed to be dual park and stormwater 
use, with trash maintenance provided by TxDOT.  
 

6. Build road drainage systems to remove (filter) all debris and trash generated by the road before 
drainage reaches the creek and bayou systems in order to mitigate adverse water quality impact 
of roadway.  
 

7. Provide stable benches where minimum 10’ shared-use trails can be built in the future on both 
sides of every waterway crossed. Design freeway crossings taking future trails into account and 
leave these areas trail-ready to maximize efficiency of the public dollar. 
 

8. Provide simple signage equivalent to river crossings at major bayou crossings (Buffalo, Little 
White Oak, White Oak, etc.). 
 

9. Maintain Bayou Greenway and trail accessibility during construction. We understand that at some 
point existing trails may need to be closed for safety. When such closures are inevitable, safe 
access should be provided via a trail on the opposite side of the waterway. Situations like the 
recent two-year closure of the White Oak Bayou trail, without a safe alternative crossing on the 
opposite bank, should be avoided. 

 
10. Acquire and design adequate freeway verges to allow significant tree plantings along all 

roadways to mitigate the adverse visual, sound and air quality impacts. Use only native tree and 
large native shrubs to mitigate adverse impacts on habitat and to ensure cost effectiveness 
though long life of hardy plantings and reduced mowing.  
 

11. Build minimum 10’ wide shared-use paths parallel to and separated from frontage roads. The 
currently proposed 15’ wide lanes with a shared use are not appropriate, as mixing bicycles with 
50+ MPH vehicle traffic leads to fatalities, and pedestrians also need to be accommodated. 
 

12. For all proposed depressed segments where park development can occur, provide a structural 
framework and dirt fill above in order to readily accommodate a vegetated and scenic greenway 
park.  
 

13. If eliminated due to construction, replace existing shared used facilities along Little White Oak 
Bayou.  
 

14. Develop a greenway and 10’ wide shared use trail along Little White Oak Bayou wherever 
possible, including 
 The segment form its confluence with White Oak Bayou to the north-most point where the 

modified I-45 right-of-way is adjacent to Little White Oak Bayou. 
 The segment between Woodland Park and Moody Park. 
 The segment across I-45 between Patton and Jewett Streets. 
 The segment through the I-45/610 interchange. 
Because this bayou corridor is impacted by the freeway project for several miles, this amenity and 
facility that accommodates other modes of transportation (biking and walking) should be part of 
TxDOT’s scope in that area.  
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15. Consult with the Houston Parks Board for new bike and pedestrian access facilities built by 

TxDOT. Along some sections of the current I-45 segments, TxDOT has previously built trails that 
do not connect to other trails. The Houston Parks Board believes it can help TxDOT avoid this 
situation in the future.  
 

16. To the extent the current MKT trail (Heights Hike & Bike Trail) is impacted by construction, 
preserve connectivity by replacing the impacted segment with a bridge that would parallel the 
current railroad bridge over White Oak Bayou. 
 

17. All new surface street bridges that are required should be of sufficient width so as to 
accommodate separated shared use pedestrian/bike paths. As many of these bridges will 
accommodate high speed traffic, mixing bicycles and vehicles creates unsafe conditions.  
 

18. Carefully design all intersections where freeway traffic enters urban areas in order to maximize 
vulnerable user safety. For example, the termination of the proposed spur at Allen Parkway 
should be designed in order to accommodate safe pedestrian crossings at that intersection and in 
a way that drivers are reminded that they are entering a park.  
 

19. The intersections of frontage roads and surface streets should be designed in order to maximize 
pedestrian and bicycle safety, not vehicle speed. High speed right turns with yield signs and other 
unsafe features should be assiduously avoided. 

 
Thank you for your consideration of our comments. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any 
questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Roksan Okan-Vick, FAIA 
Executive Director 
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From:
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: RE: Pierce Skypark- I 45 Expansion project and potential integration
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 3:39:00 PM
Attachments: 2015 May 30 Tx Dot Pierce Skypark.pdf

Gray Matters - Houston Chronicle article April 29 2015.docx

To TxDOT's Director of Project Development, 
Please see the attached document regarding Pierce Skypark concept project and
potential integration with the I-45 expansion project in Segment 3 of Downtown
Houston.
Please also post the attached Houston Chronicle Gray Matters article as part of the
public record for scoping round 4.
Additional articles regarding the project can be found our facebook page.
Thank-you
 
Tami Merrick, AIA 
Senior Associate / Senior Project Architect 

TEL 713 871 8484
DIRECT 713 658 2167
FAX 713 871 8440

Page Southerland Page, Inc.
1100 Louisiana Suite One
Houston, TX 77002
pagethink.com

ARCHITECTURE / ENGINEERING / INTERIORS / PLANNING / CONSULTING
Austin / Dallas / Denver / Houston / San Francisco / Washington DC /
International Affiliate Offices
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 TEL  713 871 8484 Page Southerland Page, Inc. 
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Houston, Texas  77002 
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Tami Merrick RA, AIA 
Senior Associate / Senior Project Architect 
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May 30, 2015 
 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation- Houston District 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston Texas 77251-1386 
 
Re:   Pierce Skypark 
 
 
To the Director, 
 
This is an exciting time for Houston experiencing rapid urban development in and around our downtown 
business district.   Wikipedia calls Houston a global city with diverse economic base and considers it to 
be the most diverse city in Texas and the United States.  As the 3rd largest city in the U.S. the I-45 
expansion project plays a dramatic role in Houston’s future not only impacting transportation but 
encouraging economic development.   
 
Removal of Pierce Elevated: 
I rallied for the removal of freeway in our downtown.  However, during a early meeting at the Downtown 
Management District, I realized much of Pierce Elevated spaghetti lanes are located over Houston’s 
Buffalo Bayou Park.  Guy Hagstette’s expression became quite solemn at the announcement of 
removing Pierce Elevated during this expansion project.  It was apparent that demolition and 
reconstruction was and continues to be highly problematic for BBP.  Later in 2013, I responded to TX 
Dot scoping session 3 per below touching on an idea of leaving outdated freeway lanes and embracing 
a low impact approach to BBP during this project: 
 
“Sky Bridge Park- Pierce Park Bridge similar to cap parks done in other cities.   (Case studies on 
other cap park concepts are attached.) The sky bridge park could connect Buffalo Bayou Park hike and 
bike trails to existing trails at White Oak Park.   
“Buffalo Bayou Tunnel  
Depress around the old post office or sooner if required to tunnel under Buffalo Bayou Park to facilitate 
construction the Pierce Park way lanes”  
 
Pierce Skypark Concept: 
During scoping 3 response time, we visually looked at freeway capping to reform massive concrete 
areas at city of Houston’s traffic court and police headquarters between two downtown parks that 
support a network of bike trails.  I visited the New York high line in in fall 2013 and researched it’s 
history.  I also attended events and social functions generating brief discussions about a concept of re-
purposing Pierce freeway lanes into a park.  The amount of positive response and input was 
unexpected and resulted in several people challenging me to take action in bringing it to people who 
could really champion the idea.   
 
John Cryer III, Board of Directors Emeritus listened to the idea. Intrigued by the idea, he called a small 
meeting of non architects to test interest and identify hurdles.  The group’s enthusiasm generated more 
ideas, in fact the mission became to make the boldest statement and transform Houston downtown 
into a city of the future.  John dedicated a design team pro bono and brought a business development 
angle to the project realizing the need to provide strategic planning and a funding base for a public 
project.  Marcus Martinez created visionary sketches communicating the essence of Pierce Skypark.  A 
facebook page and website gave us an ability to track both positive and negative public feedback.  Of 
course, we were not sure Tx dot would re-route I-45 to I-59 at that time.  John, Marcus and myself 
became the ambassadors for a concept project Pierce Skypark.  We began presenting a power point 







 


Re:   2 / 4 
Project No:  000000.00 


presentation to various stakeholder groups both to inform them of the idea and refine our presentation.  
Below is a list of some groups we have presented to or contacted prior or during May 2015. 
 


 Buffalo Bayou Partnership 
 Downtown Management District 
 Midtown Management District – Urban Planning Committee 
 Shoulder neighborhoods: Super Neighborhood 22, Super Neighborhood 51, First Ward 


Civic Council, Sixth Ward Civic Council, Near Northside 
 Rice Design Alliance  
 Greater North Management District 
 Houston Parks Board 
 Texan French Alliance for the Arts  
 AIA Houston  
 Urban Land Institute  
 University of Houston Community Design Resource Center  
 City Councilman David Robinson 
 Ariana Campos (State Rep. Jessica Farrar) 


 
 
Of course we identified several issues in timing this project.  We needed to be able to show some 
public support to you in scoping round 4.  We were unable to promise stakeholders your scoping 4 
alternative could truly be integrated with the Pierce Skypark project as I-45 expansion plans were not 
finalized for one alternative and public.  This project would require a private/public partnership much 
like Discovery Green Park or a TIRZ district with allot of public support as it is located in Midtown and 
bordered by Downtown.  There is also the upcoming election for new mayor and some council 
members will bring in new city officials.  We have received a preliminary positive response from 
Midtown Management District urban planning committee and are preparing to try to circle back to meet 
with their board.  We are continuing to schedule meetings with city officials, champions and other 
stakeholder groups at this time. 
 
Our primary request at this time is that Tx Dot moves forward leaving the Pierce Skypark project 
and other proposed projects like it open as a possibility.  Now that schematic design is in review 
of the public, stakeholders are reviewing the expansion and only now beginning to comprehend 
the potential impact the expansion can have for Houston. 
 
Our facebook page link is: https://www.facebook.com/pierceskypark?fref=ts illustrating several 
thousand people support the idea. We have requested public comments in support of Pierce Sky Park 
to Tx Dot.   Below are a few benefits we hope Tx Dot may consider.   
 
Pierce Skypark benefits to Tx Dot : 
 
Cost- Obviously the cost of demolishing concrete freeway structures in an urban downtown is 
expensive.  Consider also the potential cost to repair, re-landscape and replace any and all 
improvements made over Buffalo Bayou Park and areas below adjacent to Pierce Elevated. Cost 
associated with protection and preservation environmentally to the Bayou.  On line references suggest 
in 1996 the construction of IH-45 Perce Elevated Bridge was 28 million dollars and contract had a 95 
day shut down period.  “Traylor Bros., Inc. completed the reconstruction of the northbound bridge in 88 
days and the southbound bridge in 72 days, allowing us to earn the maximum bonus of $1.59 million (the 
largest-ever early completion bonus offered by TXDOT).”   
 
Taxpayers view- State acquired land for Pierce Elevated and if the state is not using this land, why 
shouldn’t taxpayers see it allocated for public use and benefit.  Taxpayers view the construction cost 
and the demolition cost as their money spent.  If the demolition is100 million for them diverting it toward 
actual improvements is just common sense.   
 
Alternative Transport- Re purposing Pierce for biking, pedestrian, go green link or metro rail would 
support local alternative transportation.  Biking is a growing in Houston’s urban center.  Providing 
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surrounding communities with safe bike access to downtown also promotes cars off the grid at peak 
hours.  Buses and cars from outlying areas can move at higher volume in and out of the center.   New 
Metro rail lines opened providing longer distant transit options for cyclists to take their bikes.  Pierce 
Skypark is not just a potential park.  It is a connector that could be about moving people in the urban 
center.  (Images - city bike bridges in urban areas-promoting safety and car separation).  
 


   


 
 
Detention- Sharing the Pierce Skypark project with Houston’s SWA – Landscape architecture firm, it 
was suggested Tx Dot could find water detention opportunities to offset the negative aspects of 
freeway expansion.  In the article link below there are a number of projects that have captured storm 
water and captured re-use.    
http://www.raintechnologies.com/projects/stormwater-retention-chambers 
 
Freeway Flooding- public perspective- I received feedback suggesting Pierce is a refuge in the sky 
when Houston in a flood crisis.  It is true during time of floods our low areas fill up with water and the 
bridges and overpasses become instrumental in maintaining access.  While this is not a reason to save 
the structure it is an interesting citizen perspective and valid given its location over the BBP. 
 
Sustainable projects- We suggest Tx Dot could utiize this freeway re-purposing as pilot project 
tracking sustainability and value savings.  Realizing it is a smarter solution than shifting concrete 
structures into land fills when codes and design considerations require new construction.  Pierce 
Skypark could propel TX Dot as an industry standard leader in freeway urban planning.  Shedding the 
perception that freeways are just about road engineering. 
 
 
Pierce Elevated over Buffalo Bayou Park-Existing 
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Pierce Skypark- BBP 


  


Pierce Skypark – Skyline opporntuity for Houston 


 


Pierce Skypark Summary : 
A remarkable opportunity to impact Houston’s skyline, become a visitor attraction, promote 
development projects in the urban core, and continue to serve as an urban transportation alternative.  
Please see the attached Houston Chronicle article for record and feel free to contact us for further 
information. 
 
Tami Merrick, RA, AIA 
Senior Associate/ Senior Project Architect 
tmerrick@pagethink.com 








GRAY MATTERS

What would it take to turn Pierce Elevated into Pierce Skypark?

High Line founder: 'You can't just put up a planter and... call it a day.'

By Lisa Gray

April 29, 2015 Updated: April 29, 2015 12:50pm 

[image: The Pierce Elevated Freeway: Could it someday be a place you'd want to linger? Photo: Cody Duty, Staff / © 2015 Houston Chronicle]

The Pierce Elevated Freeway: Could it someday be a place you'd want to linger?

The Texas Department of Transportation's proposal to re-route I-45 would make the Pierce Elevated Freeway unnecessary. So, urban dreamers are asking, what could Houston do with a two-mile-long stretch of freeway-in-the-sky?

As I reported a few days ago, two different sources — one a group of architects at Page Southerland Page, one Houston Freeways author Oscar Slotboom — have floated what's essentially the same idea: What if instead of razing the freeway structure, it became the base for an elevated linear park — a Houston version of New York's High Line or Paris's Promenade Plantée?

At the moment, it's just an idea in search of backers. But it's a big, meaty idea, and fun to think about. As far as I can tell, Pierce Skypark (as the Page architects call it) would be the only freeway ever radically reused in a way that still preserves something of its freeway-ness.

I particularly like thinking about the views from that park. Houston's downtown has always looked best from the freeway, and the Pierce's elevation feels exhilarating in mathematically flat Houston. What would it be like to savor those views slowly, without fear of collision?

[image: Pierce Skypark: Marcus Martinez's concept drawing of a park built atop what's now the Pierce Elevated.]





Pierce Skypark: Marcus Martinez's concept drawing of a park built atop what's now the Pierce Elevated.



But it's not just the top of the freeway that would be transformed; there's also the space underneath, currently a noisy, barren no-man's-land occupied only by the homeless. Without the freeway rumbling above, that shaded area could become a pedestrian- and bike-friendly landscape of apartments, shops, offices, restaurants and other attractions — a pleasant urban place to live or while away an afternoon.

I like that dream. But could it actually happen? And if it could, what would it take? How might it feel? I called people who'd have something interesting to say.

IN 1999, after Robert Hammond and Joshua David founded Friends of the High Line, a detractor derided their group as "just two guys and a logo." Which was pretty much true.



[image: Oscar Slotboom imagines the Pierce Elevated as a park that appeals chiefly to runners, walkers and bicyclists.  Photo: Oscar Slotboom / Pierceelevatedpark.com]



Oscar Slotboom imagines the Pierce Elevated as a park that appeals chiefly to runners, walkers and bicyclists.



Neither Hammond or David had any real tie to urban planning, architecture or parks: Hammond was a marketer at an Internet startup, and David was a freelance magazine writer. But alarmed by New York City's plans to demolish the elevated freight line, they printed business cards, showed up at meetings and gathered a constituency online. They endured court battles; they outlasted the mayor who opposed them.

And when the High Line opened, it astounded even them. They'd predicted that their park could attract 400,000 people a year. Last year 6.2 million people visited.  Similarly, they'd predicted that the park would increase the value of nearby property in west Manhattan, boosting the city's tax revenue by $250 million over 20 years. Recently, New York City estimated that impact to be closer to $900 million. A project  that cost $260 million to build (including both public and private money) is said to have spurred $2 billion in nearby development.

[bookmark: asset-photo-7891919][image: San Antonio native Robert Hammond is co-developer of the High Line park in New York. Photo: Annie Schlechter, Annie Schlechter/courtesy / www.annischlechter.com]
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I sent Hammond, now executive director of Friends of the High Line, a link to the article I'd written about the Pierce Skypark proposal, along with its drawings. And by phone, I asked, What advice would you give Houston or other cities hoping to repurpose an  urban ruin?

"You can't just put up a planter and a stairwell and call it a day," he said. "Saying 'elevated park' is no guarantee of success. You have to think through the design and programming, the whole environment — a whole different way of seeing and experiencing the city. You have to figure out: What will people do up there? How will they experience Houston in a different way? And what goes underneath? Does it capture value? What economic sense does it make? I know that's important in Houston.

"It's a freeway! An expressway! All that's good and bad about Houston! The goal shouldn't be to ignore that. The goal should be to celebrate it. It's what people love and hate about Houston. Embracing the freeway: That's the real trick."

If Hammond were pushing the proposal, he says, he wouldn't show detailed concept drawings at this early point; they're too limiting, too likely to stunt people's imaginations. Instead, he'd talk about the views. And he'd show a map, or maybe just the overhead view with its with a lovely ribbon of green running along the edge of downtown. "How often do you get two miles of downtown Houston to envision?" he asked.

Put forth a big idea, execute it well, and people will gravitate toward it, he says. "We built a wide base of support here," he said. "It can happen over time."

[image: The High Line: In 2014, it attracted 6.2 million people, making it New York's third-largest tourist attraction. Photo: Betty Luman / Houston Chronicle]
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The High Line: In 2014, it attracted 6.2 million people, making it New York's third-largest tourist attraction.

RACHAEL DELUE, a Princeton associate professor of art who's written about the history of American landscapes, was intrigued by the SkyPark concept. As far as she knows, there's no other project like it: no other freeway that's been radically reused in a way that allows people to see its history.

"The wonderful thing about repurposing a freeway is that it could still look something like a freeway," DeLue said. That hasn't been the case in cities like San Francisco and Boston, where unused stretches of freeway have simply been erased.

But the Pierce SkyPark, LaRue said, "could retain a trace of its history. Part of the problem with cities is that things get demolished with no trace left. That deprives the city of depth and memory. Allowing the freeway to look like a freeway would be a great way to retain a sense of place, of Houston's past, present and future."

[bookmark: asset-photo-7896670][image: The High Line, April 18, 2015: The elevated park has spurred an estimated $2 billion in new development. Photo: Betty Luman / Houston Chronicle]
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She enjoyed the contrast between that past and that future: "The freeway would change from a place of movement to a place of repose, from a place for cars to a place for people. Instead of a place where people are isolated in their cars, you'd have a place where people mingle and converse."

"The idea seems so utopian and lovely," she said.

"Utopian?" I thought. "Lovely?" I'm not used to hearing those words applied to my city.

BUT ENOUGH with utopia. What would it take to for the Pierce Skypark to go from a vague concept to reality? I called Guy Hagstette, who knows the inner workings of longshot, much-doubted urban projects: He oversaw the launch of Discovery Green — a park that was once as hard for Houstonians to envision as a Skypark is now.

For Discovery Green, the confounding thing was its location: A plot of land front of the George R. Brown Convention Center on the moribund east side of downtown. When the city of Houston acquired the land in 2002, the idea of a park in that location was hard to swallow. People asked: Who'd go there except the homeless? And should the park really have  playground? Wouldn't children be in danger downtown?

Discovery Green, of course, has long since made those doubts seem ridiculous. The park's planners thought 500,000 visitors per year was an ambitious goal; in 2014, the park attracted more than 1.2 million. And it's estimated to have attracted more than $1.5 billion in nearby development.

What would it take, I asked Hagstette, to get the Skypark off the ground?



The idea needs a group behind it, Hagstette said — someone to champion and steer the project, put meat on the concept's bones. Maybe it could be a nonprofit formed just for the cause. Or maybe it could be downtown's or Midtown's management district.

So I called Bob Eury, head of the Downtown Management District. Eury was excited by the prospect of I-45's rerouting; TXDoT's project, he said, will likely spawn hundreds of urban-renewal projects around downtown. The Skypark, he said, is just one of those proposals.

He seemed of two minds about the concept. "It's a really interesting idea," he said, "all that contiguous green space in a place never intended to be green space. But at the same time, the Pierce Elevated has been a barrier between downtown and Midtown for all these years. It's counterintuitive to say, 'Let's keep it!'"

Counterintuitive, of course, doesn't mean impossible. The Skypark is clearly the longest of long shots. But some longshots come in. And when they do, they pay off big.

Lisa Gray (@LisaGray_HouTX) runs Gray Matters.

Bookmark Gray Matters. It's a freeway! An expressway! All that's good and bad about Houston!

[image: Lisa Gray]

Lisa Gray 

Gray Matters Columnist, Houston Chronicle
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Tami Merrick RA, AIA 
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May 30, 2015 
 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation- Houston District 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston Texas 77251-1386 
 
Re:   Pierce Skypark 
 
 
To the Director, 
 
This is an exciting time for Houston experiencing rapid urban development in and around our downtown 
business district.   Wikipedia calls Houston a global city with diverse economic base and considers it to 
be the most diverse city in Texas and the United States.  As the 3rd largest city in the U.S. the I-45 
expansion project plays a dramatic role in Houston’s future not only impacting transportation but 
encouraging economic development.   
 
Removal of Pierce Elevated: 
I rallied for the removal of freeway in our downtown.  However, during a early meeting at the Downtown 
Management District, I realized much of Pierce Elevated spaghetti lanes are located over Houston’s 
Buffalo Bayou Park.  Guy Hagstette’s expression became quite solemn at the announcement of 
removing Pierce Elevated during this expansion project.  It was apparent that demolition and 
reconstruction was and continues to be highly problematic for BBP.  Later in 2013, I responded to TX 
Dot scoping session 3 per below touching on an idea of leaving outdated freeway lanes and embracing 
a low impact approach to BBP during this project: 
 
“Sky Bridge Park- Pierce Park Bridge similar to cap parks done in other cities.   (Case studies on 
other cap park concepts are attached.) The sky bridge park could connect Buffalo Bayou Park hike and 
bike trails to existing trails at White Oak Park.   
“Buffalo Bayou Tunnel  
Depress around the old post office or sooner if required to tunnel under Buffalo Bayou Park to facilitate 
construction the Pierce Park way lanes”  
 
Pierce Skypark Concept: 
During scoping 3 response time, we visually looked at freeway capping to reform massive concrete 
areas at city of Houston’s traffic court and police headquarters between two downtown parks that 
support a network of bike trails.  I visited the New York high line in in fall 2013 and researched it’s 
history.  I also attended events and social functions generating brief discussions about a concept of re-
purposing Pierce freeway lanes into a park.  The amount of positive response and input was 
unexpected and resulted in several people challenging me to take action in bringing it to people who 
could really champion the idea.   
 
John Cryer III, Board of Directors Emeritus listened to the idea. Intrigued by the idea, he called a small 
meeting of non architects to test interest and identify hurdles.  The group’s enthusiasm generated more 
ideas, in fact the mission became to make the boldest statement and transform Houston downtown 
into a city of the future.  John dedicated a design team pro bono and brought a business development 
angle to the project realizing the need to provide strategic planning and a funding base for a public 
project.  Marcus Martinez created visionary sketches communicating the essence of Pierce Skypark.  A 
facebook page and website gave us an ability to track both positive and negative public feedback.  Of 
course, we were not sure Tx dot would re-route I-45 to I-59 at that time.  John, Marcus and myself 
became the ambassadors for a concept project Pierce Skypark.  We began presenting a power point 
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GRAY MATTERS 

What would it take to turn Pierce 
Elevated into Pierce Skypark? 
High Line founder: 'You can't just put up a planter and... call it a day.' 
By Lisa Gray 

April 29, 2015 Updated: April 29, 2015 12:50pm  

 

The Pierce Elevated Freeway: Could it someday be a place you'd want to linger? 

The Texas Department of Transportation's proposal to re-route I-45 would make the Pierce 
Elevated Freeway unnecessary. So, urban dreamers are asking, what could Houston do with 
a two-mile-long stretch of freeway-in-the-sky? 

As I reported a few days ago, two different sources — one a group of architects at Page 
Southerland Page, one Houston Freeways author Oscar Slotboom — have floated what's 
essentially the same idea: What if instead of razing the freeway structure, it became the base 

http://www.houstonchronicle.com/author/lisa-gray/
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/news/transportation/article/Massive-I-45-project-would-remove-Pierce-6217572.php
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for an elevated linear park — a Houston version of New York's High Line or Paris's 
Promenade Plantée? 

At the moment, it's just an idea in search of backers. But it's a big, meaty idea, and fun to 
think about. As far as I can tell, Pierce Skypark (as the Page architects call it) would be the 
only freeway ever radically reused in a way that still preserves something of its freeway-
ness. 

I particularly like thinking about the views from that park. Houston's downtown has always 
looked best from the freeway, and the Pierce's elevation feels exhilarating in mathematically 
flat Houston. What would it be like to savor those views slowly, without fear of collision? 

 
 
 
Pierce Skypark: Marcus Martinez's concept drawing of a park built atop what's now the 
Pierce Elevated. 
 

But it's not just the top of the freeway that would be transformed; there's also the space 
underneath, currently a noisy, barren no-man's-land occupied only by the homeless. Without 
the freeway rumbling above, that shaded area could become a pedestrian- and bike-friendly 
landscape of apartments, shops, offices, restaurants and other attractions — a pleasant urban 
place to live or while away an afternoon. 

http://www.houstonchronicle.com/local/gray-matters/article/What-should-Houston-do-with-the-Pierce-Elevated-6223832.php
https://www.facebook.com/pierceskypark?fref=ts
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I like that dream. But could it actually happen? And if it could, what would it take? How 
might it feel? I called people who'd have something interesting to say. 

IN 1999, after Robert Hammond and Joshua David founded Friends of the High Line, a 
detractor derided their group as "just two guys and a logo." Which was pretty much true. 

 

 
 
Oscar Slotboom imagines the Pierce Elevated as a park that appeals chiefly to runners, walkers and 
bicyclists. 
 

Neither Hammond or David had any real tie to urban planning, architecture or parks: 
Hammond was a marketer at an Internet startup, and David was a freelance magazine writer. 
But alarmed by New York City's plans to demolish the elevated freight line, they printed 
business cards, showed up at meetings and gathered a constituency online. They endured 
court battles; they outlasted the mayor who opposed them. 

And when the High Line opened, it astounded even them. They'd predicted that their park 
could attract 400,000 people a year. Last year 6.2 million people visited.  Similarly, they'd 
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predicted that the park would increase the value of nearby property in west Manhattan, 
boosting the city's tax revenue by $250 million over 20 years. Recently, New York City 
estimated that impact to be closer to $900 million. A project  that cost $260 million to build 
(including both public and private money) is said to have spurred $2 billion in nearby 
development. 

 
Photo: Annie Schlechter, Annie Schlechter/courtesy  

I sent Hammond, now executive director of Friends of the High Line, a link to the article I'd 
written about the Pierce Skypark proposal, along with its drawings. And by phone, I asked, 
What advice would you give Houston or other cities hoping to repurpose an  urban ruin? 

"You can't just put up a planter and a stairwell and call it a day," he said. "Saying 'elevated 
park' is no guarantee of success. You have to think through the design and programming, the 
whole environment — a whole different way of seeing and experiencing the city. You have 
to figure out: What will people do up there? How will they experience Houston in a different 
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way? And what goes underneath? Does it capture value? What economic sense does it 
make? I know that's important in Houston. 

"It's a freeway! An expressway! All that's good and bad about Houston! The goal shouldn't 
be to ignore that. The goal should be to celebrate it. It's what people love and hate about 
Houston. Embracing the freeway: That's the real trick." 

If Hammond were pushing the proposal, he says, he wouldn't show detailed concept 
drawings at this early point; they're too limiting, too likely to stunt people's imaginations. 
Instead, he'd talk about the views. And he'd show a map, or maybe just the overhead view 
with its with a lovely ribbon of green running along the edge of downtown. "How often do 
you get two miles of downtown Houston to envision?" he asked. 

Put forth a big idea, execute it well, and people will gravitate toward it, he says. "We built a 
wide base of support here," he said. "It can happen over time." 

 
 
Photo: Betty Luman / Houston Chronicle  
The High Line: In 2014, it attracted 6.2 million people, making it New York's third-largest tourist 
attraction. 
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RACHAEL DELUE, a Princeton associate professor of art who's written about the history 
of American landscapes, was intrigued by the SkyPark concept. As far as she knows, there's 
no other project like it: no other freeway that's been radically reused in a way that allows 
people to see its history. 

"The wonderful thing about repurposing a freeway is that it could still look something like a 
freeway," DeLue said. That hasn't been the case in cities like San Francisco and Boston, 
where unused stretches of freeway have simply been erased. 

But the Pierce SkyPark, LaRue said, "could retain a trace of its history. Part of the problem 
with cities is that things get demolished with no trace left. That deprives the city of depth and 
memory. Allowing the freeway to look like a freeway would be a great way to retain a sense 
of place, of Houston's past, present and future." 

 
Photo: Betty Luman / Houston Chronicle  

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 197-8



She enjoyed the contrast between that past and that future: "The freeway would change from 
a place of movement to a place of repose, from a place for cars to a place for people. Instead 
of a place where people are isolated in their cars, you'd have a place where people mingle 
and converse." 

"The idea seems so utopian and lovely," she said. 

"Utopian?" I thought. "Lovely?" I'm not used to hearing those words applied to my city. 

BUT ENOUGH with utopia. What would it take to for the Pierce Skypark to go from a 
vague concept to reality? I called Guy Hagstette, who knows the inner workings of longshot, 
much-doubted urban projects: He oversaw the launch of Discovery Green — a park that was 
once as hard for Houstonians to envision as a Skypark is now. 

For Discovery Green, the confounding thing was its location: A plot of land front of the 
George R. Brown Convention Center on the moribund east side of downtown. When the city 
of Houston acquired the land in 2002, the idea of a park in that location was hard to swallow. 
People asked: Who'd go there except the homeless? And should the park really 
have  playground? Wouldn't children be in danger downtown? 

Discovery Green, of course, has long since made those doubts seem ridiculous. The park's 
planners thought 500,000 visitors per year was an ambitious goal; in 2014, the park attracted 
more than 1.2 million. And it's estimated to have attracted more than $1.5 billion in nearby 
development. 

What would it take, I asked Hagstette, to get the Skypark off the ground? 

 

The idea needs a group behind it, Hagstette said — someone to champion and steer the 
project, put meat on the concept's bones. Maybe it could be a nonprofit formed just for the 
cause. Or maybe it could be downtown's or Midtown's management district. 
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So I called Bob Eury, head of the Downtown Management District. Eury was excited by the 
prospect of I-45's rerouting; TXDoT's project, he said, will likely spawn hundreds of urban-
renewal projects around downtown. The Skypark, he said, is just one of those proposals. 

He seemed of two minds about the concept. "It's a really interesting idea," he said, "all that 
contiguous green space in a place never intended to be green space. But at the same time, the 
Pierce Elevated has been a barrier between downtown and Midtown for all these years. It's 
counterintuitive to say, 'Let's keep it!'" 

Counterintuitive, of course, doesn't mean impossible. The Skypark is clearly the longest of 
long shots. But some longshots come in. And when they do, they pay off big. 

Lisa Gray (@LisaGray_HouTX) runs Gray Matters. 

Bookmark Gray Matters. It's a freeway! An expressway! All that's good and bad about 
Houston! 

 

Lisa Gray  

Gray Matters Columnist, Houston Chronicle 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://twitter.com/lisagray_houtx
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/local/gray-matters/
http://www.houstonchronicle.com/author/lisa-gray/
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presentation to various stakeholder groups both to inform them of the idea and refine our presentation.  
Below is a list of some groups we have presented to or contacted prior or during May 2015. 
 

 Buffalo Bayou Partnership 
 Downtown Management District 
 Midtown Management District – Urban Planning Committee 
 Shoulder neighborhoods: Super Neighborhood 22, Super Neighborhood 51, First Ward 

Civic Council, Sixth Ward Civic Council, Near Northside 
 Rice Design Alliance  
 Greater North Management District 
 Houston Parks Board 
 Texan French Alliance for the Arts  
 AIA Houston  
 Urban Land Institute  
 University of Houston Community Design Resource Center  
 City Councilman David Robinson 
 Ariana Campos (State Rep. Jessica Farrar) 

 
 
Of course we identified several issues in timing this project.  We needed to be able to show some 
public support to you in scoping round 4.  We were unable to promise stakeholders your scoping 4 
alternative could truly be integrated with the Pierce Skypark project as I-45 expansion plans were not 
finalized for one alternative and public.  This project would require a private/public partnership much 
like Discovery Green Park or a TIRZ district with allot of public support as it is located in Midtown and 
bordered by Downtown.  There is also the upcoming election for new mayor and some council 
members will bring in new city officials.  We have received a preliminary positive response from 
Midtown Management District urban planning committee and are preparing to try to circle back to meet 
with their board.  We are continuing to schedule meetings with city officials, champions and other 
stakeholder groups at this time. 
 
Our primary request at this time is that Tx Dot moves forward leaving the Pierce Skypark project 
and other proposed projects like it open as a possibility.  Now that schematic design is in review 
of the public, stakeholders are reviewing the expansion and only now beginning to comprehend 
the potential impact the expansion can have for Houston. 
 
Our facebook page link is: https://www.facebook.com/pierceskypark?fref=ts illustrating several 
thousand people support the idea. We have requested public comments in support of Pierce Sky Park 
to Tx Dot.   Below are a few benefits we hope Tx Dot may consider.   
 
Pierce Skypark benefits to Tx Dot : 
 
Cost- Obviously the cost of demolishing concrete freeway structures in an urban downtown is 
expensive.  Consider also the potential cost to repair, re-landscape and replace any and all 
improvements made over Buffalo Bayou Park and areas below adjacent to Pierce Elevated. Cost 
associated with protection and preservation environmentally to the Bayou.  On line references suggest 
in 1996 the construction of IH-45 Perce Elevated Bridge was 28 million dollars and contract had a 95 
day shut down period.  “Traylor Bros., Inc. completed the reconstruction of the northbound bridge in 88 
days and the southbound bridge in 72 days, allowing us to earn the maximum bonus of $1.59 million (the 
largest-ever early completion bonus offered by TXDOT).”   
 
Taxpayers view- State acquired land for Pierce Elevated and if the state is not using this land, why 
shouldn’t taxpayers see it allocated for public use and benefit.  Taxpayers view the construction cost 
and the demolition cost as their money spent.  If the demolition is100 million for them diverting it toward 
actual improvements is just common sense.   
 
Alternative Transport- Re purposing Pierce for biking, pedestrian, go green link or metro rail would 
support local alternative transportation.  Biking is a growing in Houston’s urban center.  Providing 

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
E 197-11



 

Re:   3 / 4 
Project No:  000000.00 

surrounding communities with safe bike access to downtown also promotes cars off the grid at peak 
hours.  Buses and cars from outlying areas can move at higher volume in and out of the center.   New 
Metro rail lines opened providing longer distant transit options for cyclists to take their bikes.  Pierce 
Skypark is not just a potential park.  It is a connector that could be about moving people in the urban 
center.  (Images - city bike bridges in urban areas-promoting safety and car separation).  
 

   

 
 
Detention- Sharing the Pierce Skypark project with Houston’s SWA – Landscape architecture firm, it 
was suggested Tx Dot could find water detention opportunities to offset the negative aspects of 
freeway expansion.  In the article link below there are a number of projects that have captured storm 
water and captured re-use.    
http://www.raintechnologies.com/projects/stormwater-retention-chambers 
 
Freeway Flooding- public perspective- I received feedback suggesting Pierce is a refuge in the sky 
when Houston in a flood crisis.  It is true during time of floods our low areas fill up with water and the 
bridges and overpasses become instrumental in maintaining access.  While this is not a reason to save 
the structure it is an interesting citizen perspective and valid given its location over the BBP. 
 
Sustainable projects- We suggest Tx Dot could utiize this freeway re-purposing as pilot project 
tracking sustainability and value savings.  Realizing it is a smarter solution than shifting concrete 
structures into land fills when codes and design considerations require new construction.  Pierce 
Skypark could propel TX Dot as an industry standard leader in freeway urban planning.  Shedding the 
perception that freeways are just about road engineering. 
 
 
Pierce Elevated over Buffalo Bayou Park-Existing 
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Pierce Skypark- BBP 

  

Pierce Skypark – Skyline opporntuity for Houston 

 

Pierce Skypark Summary : 
A remarkable opportunity to impact Houston’s skyline, become a visitor attraction, promote 
development projects in the urban core, and continue to serve as an urban transportation alternative.  
Please see the attached Houston Chronicle article for record and feel free to contact us for further 
information. 
 
Tami Merrick, RA, AIA 
Senior Associate/ Senior Project Architect 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:39:52 AM
Attachments: TxDOT Comments.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Louise Moss  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 10:08 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Through-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

[bookmark: _GoBack]



P a g e  | 1 

To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Through-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I Support Pierce Skypark
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:40:09 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: wilborn  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 9:58 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I Support Pierce Skypark

To whom it may concern,

I support the Pierce Skypark project concept for adaptive reuse of the soon-to-be-abandoned I-45
Pierce Elevated roadway resulting from the planned Downtown Expansion project.

It’s difficult to see how this wouldn’t be a “win/win” situation for both TxDOT and the City of Houston,
for (at least) the following reasons:

1. addition of significant public spaces - ”green spaces” - without diminishing revenues from existing
downtown-property tax base (i.e. don’t have to tear down buildings to create a park)

2. minimization of disruption to nearby commerce and transportation (including existing public
transportation services) due to demolition and construction traffic

3. significant reduction in potential liabilities imposed upon the City and TxDOT regarding demolition
around/near/over publicly-accessible areas in close proximity

4a.  potential for increasing tax base by allowing expanded commercial use of property below the
overhead-roadway right-of-way
4b.  alternately, investigate the possibility of channeling such “right-of-way” property taxes to TxDOT for
the purpose of offsetting funding for the newly-constructed, rerouted roadway

5. creation of a unique venue, not only drawing residents from local communities toward an
increasingly-vibrant downtown district, but also creating a “destination” feature for the City of Houston,
attracting visitors from outside the city

Houston’s Discovery Green has already shown how an urban park can be readily embraced by this
community and has subsequently become a focal point for many downtown activities.  Having walked
New York City’s High Line, I can attest to a big reason why New Yorkers are drawn to their particular
elevated park: it’s a much calmer environment than that of the busy streets below.  I would expect that
Houstonians would find the same respite in their downtown.
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For these and so many other reasons, we need to do this.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Respectfully,
Brice Wilborn, PE, QCP
Houston, Texas
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project Public Comments Submission
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:40:31 AM
Attachments: nhhipbridges.jpg

veteransmemorial.jpg

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Joseph Middleton  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 9:49 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project Public Comments Submission

To Whom It May Concern:

I would like to submit the following public comments regarding the North Houston Highway
Improvement Project. These comments are based on the plans I viewed at the Public Meeting
at HCC.

1. The W. Dallas overpass is planned to be eliminated. W. Dallas is a connector between
Fourth Ward and Downtown that serves as a good alternative to Allen Parkway and
Memorial, and that connection needs to be retained and not eliminated.

2. The current on and off ramps from 288 to Chenevert will be demolished and rebuilt as
Managed Lanes Only exits. I am opposed to the demolition of free ramps that are to be
replaced with tolled ramps. Please do not rebuild those ramps as toll ramps and keep them
free as they have been for over 30 years.

3. By sinking I-69/US59 between Spur 527 and 288, the street grid in Third Ward will be
disrupted. Cleburne, Caroline, Crawford, Austin, Eagle, Blodgett and Barbee Streets will be
truncated and cut off as a result. I recommend keeping an elevated structure or building
overpasses over the trenched freeway to accommodate intersections over the freeway. I have
attached an example of what I mean.

4. There are no connections from Allen Parkway/Lamar/Dallas to the new Downtown
Connector. Please add connectors from Allen Parkway/Lamar/Dallas to the Downtown
Connector to the design.

5. Retain the connection to Allen Parkway to Sabine St. from Walker St.

6. Add connections to the Downtown Connector from I-45 NB and I-10 WB for full
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connectivity.

7. Retain the current access to N. Main from Houston Ave. The current plans call for making
northbound Houston Ave. traffic u-turn to North St., eliminating access from Houston Ave.
to N. Main.

8. The SHAPE Community Center on Almeda Rd. will be demolished for the proposed new
offramp from I-69/US59 SB to Almeda Rd. SHAPE Community Center is a community
institution. There is not currently an offramp to Almeda. I would suggest to revaluate the
need for that ramp and either do not build it, or shift it so that it does not result in the
demolition of the SHAPE Community Center.

9. Do not eliminate the offramp to Hamilton St. from I-69/US 59 SB.

10. Retain direct access from San Jacinto to I-69/US 59 and from I-69/US 59 to Fannin.

11. Build better access from I-45 NB to Veterans Memorial NB. The current way to access
Veterans Memorial NB from I-45 NB is to exit Little York to Victory St. to Shepherd Dr. to
Veterans Memorial. A connection from the I-45 NB feeder to Veterans Memorial NB feeder
should be built during this reconstruction project. This a good opportunity to improve access.
I have attached an example.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me.

Joseph Middleton
P.O. Box 753
Houston, TX 77001
713-828-4303.

Thanks,
--
Joseph Middleton, MPA
Tel: 713-828-4303
E-mail:
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 - North Houston Highway Improvement Project - Comment
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:40:33 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Estella Espinosa  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 8:09 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 - North Houston Highway Improvement Project - Comment

Dear Sirs,
After having attended and reviewed your proposals regarding I-45 changes otherwise known as the
 North Houston Highway Improvement Project, I am writing to provide input regarding the proposal.
I have 2 major concerns with the project and What I believe the direct impact these proposals will
have on the Woodland Heights neighborhood. Both proposals, in my opinion as a resident of
Woodland Heights for 14 years, will drive more traffic into the Woodland Heights Neighborhood and
also into the Lindale Park neighborhoods.

The 2 proposals I am speaking of are:
1) The removal of so many entrance and exit ramps
2) The consideration of making Houston Avenue a one way south street

I ask you to:
1) Reconsider your proposed reduction in the number of exit and entrance ramps on I-45
2) Keep Houston Avenue as a 2 way street through Main Street
3) Consider having either the north bound lane of Houston Avenue bridging over the south

bound lane of Houston Avenue as it enters I-45.

While I do not have personal knowledge of the impact that this construction will have on Lindale
Park I believe that area is prime to become as gentrified as Woodland Heights and feels changes in
traffic patterns as much as Woodland Heights does.

After living on Beauchamp Street for 14 years and on White Oak for 6 years I am well aware of the
historic traffic patterns in and around this neighborhood. In addition, I travel I-45 South every week
day to get to my job off of I-45 and Wayside. I also travel, I-45, I-59, I-10,  Watson/Taylor Streets,
Montrose/Studemont/Studewood road,  Bayland, Beauchamp, Houston Avenue, Allen Parkway and
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downtown every work week. I speak from personal experience when I say that in the past 20 years
congestion on all these transportation avenues has increased dramatically. Most recently the
Montrose/Studemont/Studewood road has become almost impassable during peak travel times. I
believe, that as more construction continues in this area this traffic problem will only get worse.

Your proposals to reduce the I-45 entrance and exit ramps  and  to make Houston Avenue one way
south – will increase the speed of that problem and sandwich our small neighborhood between 2
very heavy traffic avenues. By doing this you will adversely impact citizens quality of life at their own
home and in their own neighborhood. Quiet possibly this could mean the end of a very beautiful
and historic neighborhood because of the increased congestion.

I do not believe I am exaggerating the problem as I currently live on Beauchamp and am on the front
line of seeing what the current traffic pattern is already on both Beauchamp and Houston Avenue.
Currently Houston Avenue serves as a border entrance to this neighborhood with traffic running
north and south along the street and into I-45 and Lindale Park via the North Street Bridge (which is
also a safe route for bicycles and figures in the bike plans to connect bayous as alternate forms of
transportation). When I-45 north is congested many Woodland Heights residents travel north on
 Houston Avenue from downtown to get home and avoid I-45. Beauchamp serves as the preferred
avenue for HFD to access the community. In addition, many parents who are busy dropping off and
picking up their kids from Travis do not pay attention to speed limits so Beauchamp has undue
traffic on it already.

If you make Houston Avenue one way South you will drive these commuters to make a turn on
White Oak and come up either Morrison (which dead ends past Norma) or Beauchamp to access the
neighborhood. This means you will make 2 streets in the interior of the neighborhood main arteries
and essentially pushed the boundary lines of the neighborhood in 2 blocks and reduced the slower
traffic footprint of the neighborhood as well. Add into this mix - situations like this past week’s rain
occurrence which made the I-45 and Main Street intersection impassable. This  past week both
regular sized cars and trucks and semi’s tried to navigate through the neighborhood to get to I-10 or
back to I-45 even though our historic trees did and old power lines felt the impact. (I personally saw
this happened and trees, power and cable lines were all damaged).

I appreciate that there are many elements in the North Houston Highway Improvement Project and
that your engineers have worked diligently to consider proposals submitted by the public. I ask that
you continue that commitment from your engineers and your department in light of the increasing
density this neighborhood is facing from the west (Montrose/Studemont/Studewood road) and the
south (it is my understanding that a new hospital is being proposed for the area at I-10 and
Montrose/Studemont/Studewood road  intersection).

I implore your department and your engineers to understand that this neighborhood and its
residents care about their neighborhood it’s been here for a hundred years now and we would like
it to be here for many more hundreds of years for other residents to enjoy the charm and
hometown feel of this area.

Estella Espinosa
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Woodland Heights Resident
3304 Beauchamp

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is
active.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:40:35 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Anne Goldsmith  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 8:01 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:
Though-out all Segments:

0.1    – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2     - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods
that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a
design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both
vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of
vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3    – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1    Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
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with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments
and by building above grade.

1.2    There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access
to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.          
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.
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2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. 
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-
45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South
St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better
engineered and designed for traffic.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial
connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
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Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is
impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be
needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
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3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station. 

thank you for your consideration,
Anne Goldsmith
714 Teetshorn St.
Houston, TX 77009
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:40:45 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Patricia Lawler  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 7:51 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:

Throughout all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods
that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a
design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both
vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of
vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.
0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and
by building above grade.
1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access
to businesses.

E 203-1

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov


Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.      
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
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neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-
45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South
St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better
engineered and designed for traffic.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial
connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly
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the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is
impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be
needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station. 

Patricia Lawler
521 Merrill Street
Houston TX 77009
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Transportation Code Section 201.811(a)(5) requires that a person who makes or
submits comments shall, at the time the comment is made, disclose in writing on
a witness card whether the person does business with TxDOT, may benefit
monetarily from a project, or is an employee of the agency.

From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments on the future plans for I-45
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:41:02 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Rob Proctor  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 7:08 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comments on the future plans for I-45

Having worked with the I-45 Coalition for many years I am happy to see that TXDOT has
taken many of the concerns voiced by neighbors. There are a few very important changes to
the plans that were submitted at the 4th and wh￼at I understand to be final public meeting that
we are imploring TXDOT to consider and implement which we are confident will result in
an improved highway for all parties.
Sincerely,
Robert Proctor
402 Byrne st
Houston, TX 77009

email:

I am in no way employed by, do business with or otherwise benefit monetarily from this or
anyother TXDOT project.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  





Whitten & Proctor Fine Art Conservation
1236 Studewood Street
Houston, TX 77008
Phone/Fax: 713-426-0191
www.artconservators.com
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Reply and Recommendations for Changes to the Current Plan by TXDOT for the I-45 Expansion
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:41:15 AM
Attachments: 20150529155351905.pdf

TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Pat Rutledge  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 6:48 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: Reply and Recommendations for Changes to the Current Plan by TXDOT for the I-45
Expansion

Our organization, the Friends of Woodland Park, Inc. (“FWP”), is a 501c3 non-profit organization
created for the purpose of protecting, preserving, and improving a 112 year old historic public park
that directly borders I-45 between North St.  and Quitman St.  It is the second oldest park in all of
Houston and the site of many original city landmarks and amenities:  including its first zoo.

Our board members are all long-time residents of the Woodland Heights neighborhood and
longstanding members of the Woodland Heights Civic Association.  Additionally all board members
are also active members of the I-45 Coalition and participated in the formulation of the Coalition’s
recently filed reply to the TXDOT current plan.

Since we first established our organization we have worked closely with the Houston Park’s Board
(“HPB”) in our effort to preserve and improve the Park. Many of the recommendations and requests
contained in the HPB recently filed reply to the TXDOT I-45 plan are comparable with the
recommendations of the FWP.  As a result we are including the written replies from both the I-45
Coalition and the HPB as part of our reply to the latest version of the TXDOT plan for I-45.  We
specifically wish to emphasize one point that may not be entirely clear.  We strongly oppose the
taking of any land along the west side of I-45 in the vicinity of the Little White Oak Bayou.  And we
oppose any construction on the west side of I-45 that would in any way impact the existing and
planned trails along the natural setting of the bayou.  Our request is that no land be taken and that
no extension of the current highway footprint be made into existing right away on the west side of
I-45 along any portion of the Little White Oak Bayou.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 [bookmark: _GoBack]There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  





Please include this in your evaluation of the community’s input regarding the current I-45 plan.

Patrick W. Rutledge
Director and Treasurer
Friends of Woodland Park, Inc.
A 501c3 non-profit organization
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
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backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
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acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  

E 205-8



P a g e  | 4 

Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
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proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: IH45 NORTH HOUSTON HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:41:20 AM
Attachments: IH45_SN22comment_ltr.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 6:36 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: IH45 NORTH HOUSTON HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Please find attached comments from the Washington Avenue Coalition - Memorial Park
Superneighborhood 22 Council (SN22) regarding the reconstruction plans for IH45.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment,
Tom Dornbusch
SN22 Council, President
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May 30, 2015 !
RE: IH45 Houston Highway Improvement Project !
The Washington Avenue Coalition / Memorial Park Superneighborhood Council (SN22) submits this 
letter of comment reflecting community input about this project.  !
SN22 has been consistently represented at the IH45 scoping meetings and has previously 
submitted comments as the project has developed. We commend TxDoT for it’s consideration of 
stakeholder responses and appreciate the work that’s been done to produce a design solution that 
is acceptable to the neighboring communities. !
We are supportive of comments and agree with suggestions presented by the First Ward Civic 
Council, representing the largest of our constituent neighborhoods abutting the IH45 corridor. We 
strongly agree that Houston Avenue should remain a two-way street with improved connectivity to 
IH45 North and South. !
It is also our shared position that re-built bridges must be designed to safely accommodate bicycle 
and pedestrian traffic, that those bridge designs should reflect the character and enhance the 
identify of the neighborhoods they connect, and that any existing or planned bike/ped trail projects 
within the IH45 work zone be preserved, restored, and in no way diminished by this construction. !
The SN22 Council recognizes a need to retain connectivity to and from Memorial Drive into IH45 
North and South which the current design plan iteration has eliminated. Much of the inner West 
Loop area depends on Memorial Drive as an alternate to IH10. If connectivity to IH45 North and 
South via Memorial Drive is lost, residents of the area will surely be worsening the existing 
congestion on IH10, 610 and 59.  !
We have also collaborated with the IH45 Coalition since it’s inception and urge TxDoT to heed 
recommendations presented by that group and respond to resolve concerns they’ve presented, 
including requests that new roadway construction be constrained to existing rights of way. !
The SN22 Council urges re-consideration of the intent to leave un-capped the segments of the 
project designed to be routed below grade. All basic structural support required to complete capping 
and green space conversions should be completed by TxDoT during the road building process. It 
will be prohibitively costly and disruptive to active traffic for another agency to place structural and 
mechanical elements required for capping after initial construction is completed and the roadway is 
operational. !
The SN22 Council enthusiastically supports the preservation of portions of the Pierce Elevated for 
conversion to active green space and use for alternate transportation modes, Additionally, we urge 
TxDoT to exercise care and diligence when working in our sensitive bayou environment, and to 
assure that no damage is done to Buffalo Bayou Park improvements already in place. !
Lastly, we encourage TxDoT to work collaboratively with other agencies in order to incorporate and 
facilitate plans that may be underway to provide greater accessibility via regional public 
transportation options.!!
Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to comment,!


! Tom Dornbusch!
! SN 22 Council, President!







May 30, 2015 !
RE: IH45 Houston Highway Improvement Project !
The Washington Avenue Coalition / Memorial Park Superneighborhood Council (SN22) submits this 
letter of comment reflecting community input about this project.  !
SN22 has been consistently represented at the IH45 scoping meetings and has previously 
submitted comments as the project has developed. We commend TxDoT for it’s consideration of 
stakeholder responses and appreciate the work that’s been done to produce a design solution that 
is acceptable to the neighboring communities. !
We are supportive of comments and agree with suggestions presented by the First Ward Civic 
Council, representing the largest of our constituent neighborhoods abutting the IH45 corridor. We 
strongly agree that Houston Avenue should remain a two-way street with improved connectivity to 
IH45 North and South. !
It is also our shared position that re-built bridges must be designed to safely accommodate bicycle 
and pedestrian traffic, that those bridge designs should reflect the character and enhance the 
identify of the neighborhoods they connect, and that any existing or planned bike/ped trail projects 
within the IH45 work zone be preserved, restored, and in no way diminished by this construction. !
The SN22 Council recognizes a need to retain connectivity to and from Memorial Drive into IH45 
North and South which the current design plan iteration has eliminated. Much of the inner West 
Loop area depends on Memorial Drive as an alternate to IH10. If connectivity to IH45 North and 
South via Memorial Drive is lost, residents of the area will surely be worsening the existing 
congestion on IH10, 610 and 59.  !
We have also collaborated with the IH45 Coalition since it’s inception and urge TxDoT to heed 
recommendations presented by that group and respond to resolve concerns they’ve presented, 
including requests that new roadway construction be constrained to existing rights of way. !
The SN22 Council urges re-consideration of the intent to leave un-capped the segments of the 
project designed to be routed below grade. All basic structural support required to complete capping 
and green space conversions should be completed by TxDoT during the road building process. It 
will be prohibitively costly and disruptive to active traffic for another agency to place structural and 
mechanical elements required for capping after initial construction is completed and the roadway is 
operational. !
The SN22 Council enthusiastically supports the preservation of portions of the Pierce Elevated for 
conversion to active green space and use for alternate transportation modes, Additionally, we urge 
TxDoT to exercise care and diligence when working in our sensitive bayou environment, and to 
assure that no damage is done to Buffalo Bayou Park improvements already in place. !
Lastly, we encourage TxDoT to work collaboratively with other agencies in order to incorporate and 
facilitate plans that may be underway to provide greater accessibility via regional public 
transportation options.!!
Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to comment,!

! Tom Dornbusch!
! SN 22 Council, President!

E 206-2



From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I45 Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:41:30 AM
Attachments: Mary Lawler TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Mary Lawler  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 6:36 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I45 Comments

Please see attached.

Mary Lawler
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]Sincerely,



Mary Lawler

402 Euclid Street 

Houston TX 77009
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   

Sincerely, 

Mary Lawler 

402 Euclid Street  

Houston TX 77009 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: IH45 North Plans
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:41:52 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Alan Atkinson  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 4:26 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: IH45 North Plans

Gentlemen:  The following comments relate to your proposed plans, Segment 3, on the East side of
Houston’s CBD and south of US10.  I am generally very much in favor of such plans subject to certain
matters I believe should be carefully considered.  Over the past 19 years I have owned and worked
toward developing approximately 65 acres of land east of US59, West of Waco, and between
Clinton Drive and Harrisburg.  I personally led the closure of Canal St where it intersects the Union
Pacific double tracks one block East of US59 (for the purpose of establishing a RR quiet zone), am
currently guaranteeing the local contribution for an HGAC project to develop a public roundabout at
Navigation, Runnels, and Jensen intersection, and privately constructed three miles of bikeway trails
along both sides of Buffalo Bayou from McKee St traveling East (including two sections within the
US59 ROW under right to enter agreements with TXDOT).  My comments are as follows:  (1)  When I
purchased the former Mercado del Sol (2115 Runnels) at auction from the City of Houston in 1997 a
material factor in my purchase was the TXDOT plans to construct the $120M of new bridges and
access ramps (US59) across Buffalo Bayou, and one block away from 2115 Runnels.  For two years I
posted the full set of such plans on my office wall to publish the good work planned by TXDOT. Such
improvements provided direct access from the Second Ward to US 10 in both directions - access
which did not previously exist.  The present proposal terminates such access by proposing to close
Runnels, and would also remove the direct access from the Second Ward to the new at grade
intersection of Runnels St and the extension of the Hardy Toll Road, now under construction.  I
encourage this Runnels access to US 59 to remain open, particularly in view of the proposed HCAC
project regarding a public roundabout one block East at the intersection of Runnels, Navigation and
Jensen.  Such access should be maintained at grade with the RR tracks if the possibility of creating an
undercrossing is not economically viable. (2)  The proposed plans should be integrated with the
proposed plans to reconstruct the RR undercrossing of Navigation Blvd to include Commerce St - this
proposal has been considered for years and should be part of an overall transportation solution.  (3) 
An area comprising some 400 acres on both sides of Buffalo Bayou and south of Clinton Drive
(identified as the “Bayou District”) has been purchased within the past five years for likely high
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density redevelopment.  200 of such acres is owned by a single entity.  Previously, the properties
identified as 2115 Runnels and the Canal St apartments have added 1100 new residents within an
area comprising ten acres.  In view of certain proposed private developments, it is foreseeable that
between 30,000 and 35,000 new residents will move into the 400 acre (plus) Bayou District over the
next 15-20 years.  This likely influx of new residents, together with the existing residents of the
Second Ward and immediate environs, are not being adequately served by the proposed plans. 
Instead of planning to increase and enhance access (both ingress and egress) between the interstate
system and this area, at least one access ramp (as noted, Runnels to US10) is proposed to be
removed.  (4)  When I purchased 2115 Runnels in 1997 the exit ramp for US59 North at Polk did not
exist, I personally attended meetings with TXDOT where such concept was discussed (the initial
concept was US59 access to the parking lot for then proposed baseball stadium) and such exit ramp
was later constructed.  Not constructed is an entrance ramp to provide access to US59 South
(although a service ramp to access the back of the Brown Convention Center was subsequently
constructed).  Personally, I consider the failure to construct a US59 entrance ramp as an
embarrassment to the City of Houston and State of Texas.  In the intervening years, both Minute
Maid Park and the Dynamo Stadium  have been developed yet ramp access to US59 South from this
public stadium district has not been constructed, requiring tens of thousands of users to navigate
multiple blocks of intersections and traffic lights before they can access the interstate system
(except in one direction North toward US10).  While the Second Ward and Bayou District would also
significantly benefit from direct access to US59 South (so as to not backtrack six blocks to the North
to Lyons Avenue to make such connection), a compelling reason for adding such access ramp to US
59 is made by the location of Minute Maid Park, Dynamo Stadium, and the density of new,
announced development in the CBD and near such public stadiums.  (5) I understand the economics
of shifting new bridge and ramp construction East of existing roadways and do not have the benefit
of the planning studies likely to have been conducted regarding this layout.  However, North of
Buffalo Bayou and South of US10 the new improvements would cross the existing RR tracks at a
diagonal and require acquisition of land West of Jensen and a new Bruce Elementary School.  At
present such school and land West of Jensen is buffered from the noise and visual impact of US59
by the width of the RR tracks, and the Avi Ran property West of the RR tracks.  By layering the new
roadways over the RR tracks there will be a deleterious impact on the elementary school and the
private property West of Jensen, and the economics of taking such private land through
condemnation may outweigh the cost of rerouting the new ROW to not extend East of the RR
tracks.  Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  Alan J. Atkinson (832-428-1141)       
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:41:59 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: SMS  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 4:04 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed
by TxDOT, nor do business with TxDOT, nor will benefit
monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

Thoughout all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past
agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as
part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls
for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway,
with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design
that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston.
Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward
angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further
remove sound from entering neighborhoods.
0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to
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lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.
Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east
side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated
by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side
has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to
utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this
section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be
mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments
and by building above grade.
1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads
so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
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construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date. 
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-
45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South
St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better
engineered and designed for traffic.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial
connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
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TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is
impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be
needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
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freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station. 

Sabrina Strawn
713-805-3862 mobile
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Document1
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:42:10 AM
Attachments: Document1.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Deborah Tesar  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 3:52 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Document1

Please note the comments submitted in the attachment. 

Regards, Debbie Tesar

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: This e-mail,  and any attachment to it, may contain privileged and confidential information intended only for
the use of the individuals or entities named on the e-mail.  If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible
for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that reading it is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in
error, please immediately return it to the sender and delete it from your system. Thank you.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

1.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N. Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (naturel barrier similar to those used in Memorial Park, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition to include artist who reside in the affected area would be considered?

1.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

1.3 –When the N. Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, all turning traffic backs up on Main street on the south side of the bridge and the exit ramp from I-45 North also backs up, due to cars turning Left. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

1.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

1.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

1.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

1.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the north bound feeder of I-45 to protect the nationally registered Historic Near Northside from excess noise and pollution.  

1.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass would be considered.

1.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

1.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

1.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

1.11.1 – If keeping the current northbound entrance ramp on Quitman and South Street is not feasible, than a feeder road/bridge must be placed extending South Street to Mainford.  This would divert unwanted traffic from going into the neighborhood.  The intersection at Quitman and Main currently back up due to the decreased lanes on main, as a result of the light rail.  Additionally, traffic being diverted from Quitman to Main is hazardous to the children who attend Kettelson Elementary School.  

1.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

1.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.



Regards, 

Deborah Tesar

305 Morris 

Houston, TX 77009





To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 

TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 

opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 

must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 

appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 

and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 

from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 

from the roadways. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

1.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N. Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-

styled bridges that have physically (naturel barrier similar to those used in Memorial Park, for example) 

separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. 

This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect 

that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” 

bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition to 

include artist who reside in the affected area would be considered? 

1.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 

neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 

designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 

ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 

layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

1.3 –When the N. Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 

be directed there.  Currently, all turning traffic backs up on Main street on the south side of the bridge 

and the exit ramp from I-45 North also backs up, due to cars turning Left. When engineering this bridge, 

consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help 

and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 
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1.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 

northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 

neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 

patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

1.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 

northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 

eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 

banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

1.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 

below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 

sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for 

the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion 

will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or 

other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather 

than at a future date.  

1.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the north bound feeder of I-45 to protect the 

nationally registered Historic Near Northside from excess noise and pollution.   

1.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  

Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 

Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 

advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass would be considered. 

1.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 

another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through 

neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 

would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 

Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

1.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 

only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 

should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

1.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  

Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 

will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 

between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 

acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 

Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 

connection to South St. maintained. 
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1.11.1 – If keeping the current northbound entrance ramp on Quitman and South Street is not 

feasible, than a feeder road/bridge must be placed extending South Street to Mainford.  This 

would divert unwanted traffic from going into the neighborhood.  The intersection at Quitman 

and Main currently back up due to the decreased lanes on main, as a result of the light rail.  

Additionally, traffic being diverted from Quitman to Main is hazardous to the children who 

attend Kettelson Elementary School.   

1.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 

must not negatively affect the trail. 

1.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 

and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 

METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 

Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Regards, 

Deborah Tesar 

305 Morris  

Houston, TX 77009 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments regarding changes to I-45
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:42:16 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Stephen Fischer  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 3:29 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comments regarding changes to I-45

To:  Texas Department of Transportation         Email comments to:  HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:
Through-out all Segments:

0.1  – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install
sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2   - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification
included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of
Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle
towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from
entering neighborhoods.

0.3  – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel
levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1  Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving
businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more
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desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section,
instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention /
detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2  There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain
access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.
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2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. 
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-
45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South
St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better
engineered and designed for traffic.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial
connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
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Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is
impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be
needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
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3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station. 
I want to ask that you thoughtfully consider and implement all of the above comments.  I am
a nearby homeowner to I-45 and the changes made to this freeway will impact my quality of
life and property values.
Respectfully submitted,
Beth Fischer
3015 Morrison, Houston, TX  77009 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevatated
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:42:26 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 3:20 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevatated

I write to support repurposing part of the Pierce Elevated section of I-45 into a Skypark.  The people
who have envisioned this have an idea that can make Houston a better city.  I hope that you will
partner with them to allow their vision to become a reality.  Thank you. 

Katherine L. Butler
Butler & Harris
1007 Heights Blvd.
Houston, Texas 77008
(713) 526-5677
(888) 370-5038 (fax)

Confidentiality Notice:  The information contained in this electronic mail message and any
attachments is confidential and may contain proprietary information or be legally privileged. 
This information is intended only for the use of the individual(s) or entity named on the e-mail.  If the
reader of this e-mail is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it
to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that reading it is strictly prohibited.  If you have
received this e-mail in error, please immediately return it to the sender and delete it from your system. 
Thank you.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Keep Houston Ave running 2 ways
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:42:39 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Nancy Kern  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 3:09 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Keep Houston Ave running 2 ways

Please consider the traffic flow, safety and needs of the considerable public who will be
affected - and keep Houston Ave traffic flowing both ways when I-45 is changed. At least
one public school will be adversely effected, as will surface street traffic between  the
Heights and downtown.
This proposed project is of such a huge scope that it merits a larger and longer public
conversation - and consideration of the disadvantages of continuing to increase automobile
traffic during an age of urgent evidence to instead encousge the use of public transportation
in our rapidly growing city. We need a more walkable habit in the inner city!
Thank you,
Nancy Kern

--
www.nancykern.com  
(713) 562-1317
Spiritual Coaching
~ Ground your choices and actions in Source Intelligence ~
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: My Position RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:42:49 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Rosalinda Olds  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 3:03 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: My Position RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Hello,

The attached letter represents the position that myself, Rosalinda Olds, and my
husband, Thurman Olds, maintain concerning what we want to be included in the
North Houston Highway Improvement Project.

We have been to numerous community meetings regarding this project and the
attached letter represents the accurate representation of our position.

Thank you for consideration of our requests for changes needed in this project that
we strongly believe will help maintain the character of one of the oldest
neighborhoods in Houston as well as better serve the many residents that make our
homes here.

Should you have any questions, we will be happy to respond to you as requested.

Yours truly,
Rosalinda and Thurman Olds
3217 Marigold St.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Written comments to Proposed Recommended Alternative NHHIP
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:45:16 AM
Attachments: Comments NHHIP.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 3:02 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Written comments to Proposed Recommended Alternative NHHIP

Please consider the attached letter and attachments as part of the record for the North Houston
Highway Improvement Project on behalf of Carl B Zucker and ETB, LLC., property owners on
Segment 1 of IH-45.

Thank you
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May 29, 2015


By Email: HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
Director of Project Development
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386
Houston, TX 77251


RE: Opposition to the Proposed Recommended Alternative for Segment 1 of the North Houston
Highway Improvement Project


Dear Director:


Please consider this letter as comments submitted in response to the 4th Public Meeting regarding
the North Houston Highway Improvement Project. I oppose the plans presented at the 4th Public
Meeting for the Proposed Recommended Alternative for Segment 1 between I-610 and Tidwell
Rd. Based on the goals stated by TxDOT to minimize adverse effects, directly and indirectly, on
quality of life issues of the residents and neighborhoods in the project area, TxDOT should
proceed with Alternative 4 in Segment 1.


In the 3rd Public Meeting, three alternatives were presented for Segment 1, with varying amounts
of right-of-way required from the east and west sides of IH-45. At the public meetings and in
written comments submitted to TxDOT, there was overwhelming support for Alternative 4 in
Segment 1. However, in the 4th Public Meeting, TxDOT presented Alternative 5 as the
Recommended Alternative, completely disregarding the overwhelming public support for
Alternative 4 and the disproportionate impacts to properties on the east side of IH-45 in this
Segment.


There are several reasons why Alternative 4 should be the recommended and preferred design for
Segment 1:


1) The east side is more intensely developed with commercial and residential uses.


The Proposed Recommended Alternative presented at the 4th Public Meeting for Segment 1 will
severely affect the developed commercial properties on the east side of IH-45, primarily near and
at the intersection with Crosstimbers Street. ETB, LLC, owns property at the southeast corner of
IH-45 and CrossTimbers Street, which is developed with a new CVS store. This development
also includes several other retail businesses. The northeast corner of this intersection is also
intensely developed with commercial uses, including a Chik-Fil-A, retail shopping centers, and
other restaurants. Just south of this intersection, there are commercial uses along the frontage
road with a residential neighborhood located behind these properties. The Recommended
Alternative would require acquisition of the frontage properties as well as several of these
residences. This neighborhood would be severely impacted by this project not only because of
the loss of some of the homes, but because the remaining homes would no longer have any
buffer between the frontage road and IH-45.
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On the west side, there is noticeably less development in comparison to the east side, and there
are no residences within the area that will be impacted by any of the alternatives. In fact, several
of the properties that would be acquired on the west side are vacant and/or in disrepair, as
evidenced by the attached pictures. Therefore, the impacts to the properties on the west side will
be much less detrimental in comparison to vast amount of businesses and residences that will be
impacted on the east side.


2) The Recommended Alternative would result in impacts to both the west and east
sides of IH-45.


The Recommended Alternative requires right-of-way to be acquired from both sides of IH-45,
although a disproportionate amount will be required on the east side. The acquisitions on the
east side essentially include the entirety of the properties along the frontage road and will
eliminate entire businesses and residences. Under this alternative, on the west side, the
acquisitions will bisect most if not all of the improvements on the properties along the frontage
road. These acquisitions will then also result in damages to the entirety of the properties on the
west side. In other words, TxDOT will be purchasing entire properties on both sides of the
highway. However, under Alternative 4, only a minimal amount of right-of-way would be
required on the east side, resulting in little or no damages to these established developments.


In the responses to the comments from the 3rd Public Meeting, TxDOT stated that it had not yet
performed a detailed assessment of the right-of-way that would be required and the potential
impacts to businesses. However, by presenting Alternative 5 as the Recommended Alternative,
TxDOT has not adequately or properly considered the potential impacts to the businesses and
residences on the east side in Segment 1.


3) Right-of-Way acquisition would be much costlier under the Recommended
Alternative.


As explained in #2 above, the Recommended Alternative requires right-of-way to be acquired
from the both sides of the highway in Segment 1, which will result in TxDOT paying damages
for the whole properties on both sides. However, under Alternative 4, only a minimal amount of
right-of-way would be required on the east side, resulting in little or no damages to these
developments. With so many more businesses and residences on the east side impacted under
the Recommended Alternative, TxDOT can exponentially reduce its right-of-way costs by
proceeding with Alternative 4 and only acquire property on the west side.


4) Flooding and Drainage issues can be addressed in conjunction with the project.


By proceeding with Alternative 4 on Segment 1 and acquiring the property on the west side,
TxDOT and HCFCD can work together to incorporate drainage systems to benefit all of the
property owners in this area. As seen in the recent floods, HCFCD should be looking for
additional projects where it can improve drainage in Harris County, such as with this major
improvement project. Because the properties on the west side already adjoin the flood control
ditch and would be at least partially acquired under the Recommended Alternative, TxDOT
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should proceed with Alternative 4 and recognize the benefit of acquiring these entire properties
to utilize as drainage for the roadway improvements and to address other drainage issues in this
area. Alternative 5 would have the added benefit of improving drainage in this area while
minimizing the impacts to the east side.


I urge TxDOT to follow its stated goals of minimizing impacts to neighborhoods and homes,
businesses and employment in the project area and proceed with widely-supported Alternative 4
in Segment 1.


For the record, and in accordance with Transportation Code Section 201.811(a), I do not work
for TxDOT, nor does my family or any of employees nor their families, nor do I conduct any
business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from the expansion project.


Sincerely,


Carl B. Zucker, on behalf of myself and ETB LLC
520 S 3RD ST
BELLAIRE TX 77401-5004


Attachments
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By Email: HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
Director of Project Development
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386
Houston, TX 77251

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Recommended Alternative for Segment 1 of the North Houston
Highway Improvement Project

Dear Director:

Please consider this letter as comments submitted in response to the 4th Public Meeting regarding
the North Houston Highway Improvement Project. I oppose the plans presented at the 4th Public
Meeting for the Proposed Recommended Alternative for Segment 1 between I-610 and Tidwell
Rd. Based on the goals stated by TxDOT to minimize adverse effects, directly and indirectly, on
quality of life issues of the residents and neighborhoods in the project area, TxDOT should
proceed with Alternative 4 in Segment 1.

In the 3rd Public Meeting, three alternatives were presented for Segment 1, with varying amounts
of right-of-way required from the east and west sides of IH-45. At the public meetings and in
written comments submitted to TxDOT, there was overwhelming support for Alternative 4 in
Segment 1. However, in the 4th Public Meeting, TxDOT presented Alternative 5 as the
Recommended Alternative, completely disregarding the overwhelming public support for
Alternative 4 and the disproportionate impacts to properties on the east side of IH-45 in this
Segment.

There are several reasons why Alternative 4 should be the recommended and preferred design for
Segment 1:

1) The east side is more intensely developed with commercial and residential uses.

The Proposed Recommended Alternative presented at the 4th Public Meeting for Segment 1 will
severely affect the developed commercial properties on the east side of IH-45, primarily near and
at the intersection with Crosstimbers Street. ETB, LLC, owns property at the southeast corner of
IH-45 and CrossTimbers Street, which is developed with a new CVS store. This development
also includes several other retail businesses. The northeast corner of this intersection is also
intensely developed with commercial uses, including a Chik-Fil-A, retail shopping centers, and
other restaurants. Just south of this intersection, there are commercial uses along the frontage
road with a residential neighborhood located behind these properties. The Recommended
Alternative would require acquisition of the frontage properties as well as several of these
residences. This neighborhood would be severely impacted by this project not only because of
the loss of some of the homes, but because the remaining homes would no longer have any
buffer between the frontage road and IH-45.
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On the west side, there is noticeably less development in comparison to the east side, and there
are no residences within the area that will be impacted by any of the alternatives. In fact, several
of the properties that would be acquired on the west side are vacant and/or in disrepair, as
evidenced by the attached pictures. Therefore, the impacts to the properties on the west side will
be much less detrimental in comparison to vast amount of businesses and residences that will be
impacted on the east side.

2) The Recommended Alternative would result in impacts to both the west and east
sides of IH-45.

The Recommended Alternative requires right-of-way to be acquired from both sides of IH-45,
although a disproportionate amount will be required on the east side. The acquisitions on the
east side essentially include the entirety of the properties along the frontage road and will
eliminate entire businesses and residences. Under this alternative, on the west side, the
acquisitions will bisect most if not all of the improvements on the properties along the frontage
road. These acquisitions will then also result in damages to the entirety of the properties on the
west side. In other words, TxDOT will be purchasing entire properties on both sides of the
highway. However, under Alternative 4, only a minimal amount of right-of-way would be
required on the east side, resulting in little or no damages to these established developments.

In the responses to the comments from the 3rd Public Meeting, TxDOT stated that it had not yet
performed a detailed assessment of the right-of-way that would be required and the potential
impacts to businesses. However, by presenting Alternative 5 as the Recommended Alternative,
TxDOT has not adequately or properly considered the potential impacts to the businesses and
residences on the east side in Segment 1.

3) Right-of-Way acquisition would be much costlier under the Recommended
Alternative.

As explained in #2 above, the Recommended Alternative requires right-of-way to be acquired
from the both sides of the highway in Segment 1, which will result in TxDOT paying damages
for the whole properties on both sides. However, under Alternative 4, only a minimal amount of
right-of-way would be required on the east side, resulting in little or no damages to these
developments. With so many more businesses and residences on the east side impacted under
the Recommended Alternative, TxDOT can exponentially reduce its right-of-way costs by
proceeding with Alternative 4 and only acquire property on the west side.

4) Flooding and Drainage issues can be addressed in conjunction with the project.

By proceeding with Alternative 4 on Segment 1 and acquiring the property on the west side,
TxDOT and HCFCD can work together to incorporate drainage systems to benefit all of the
property owners in this area. As seen in the recent floods, HCFCD should be looking for
additional projects where it can improve drainage in Harris County, such as with this major
improvement project. Because the properties on the west side already adjoin the flood control
ditch and would be at least partially acquired under the Recommended Alternative, TxDOT
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should proceed with Alternative 4 and recognize the benefit of acquiring these entire properties
to utilize as drainage for the roadway improvements and to address other drainage issues in this
area. Alternative 5 would have the added benefit of improving drainage in this area while
minimizing the impacts to the east side.

I urge TxDOT to follow its stated goals of minimizing impacts to neighborhoods and homes,
businesses and employment in the project area and proceed with widely-supported Alternative 4
in Segment 1.

For the record, and in accordance with Transportation Code Section 201.811(a), I do not work
for TxDOT, nor does my family or any of employees nor their families, nor do I conduct any
business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from the expansion project.

Sincerely,

Carl B. Zucker, on behalf of myself and ETB LLC
520 S 3RD ST
BELLAIRE TX 77401-5004

Attachments
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:45:18 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Diana  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 2:56 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Expansion

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen to the
proposed I-45 expansion.  I support changes to I-45 that improve safety and bring the
freeway up to current design standards and improve safety.  I am strongly opposed however
to the expansion of the freeway for purposes of relieving congestion (impossible to do long-
term) or to accommodate projected population growth in the suburbs.  TxDOT should be
investing the $6 billion estimated for this project into mass transit instead, and should
advocate for better land use and transportation policies than those currently in place that
encourage and subsidize sprawl. 

Those of us that live in the I-45 corridor inside Loop 610 have made a choice to minimize
our contribution to traffic congestion and Houston's never-ending sprawl by living close to
town, close to jobs, and close to bus, rail, and bike routes. That this expansion appears to be
designed primarily for the benefit of single-car-occupancy suburban commuters is very
frustrating. I understand that movement of commercial traffic is important for the economy,
and I also understand the need for safe hurricane evacuation routes, but I don’t agree that
constant expansion of freeways is the answer to either of those.  

Assuming that this project is going to happen anyway, I generally support the comments of
the I-45 Coalition (document attached)  I have several additional points of concern or
emphasis. 

610 Interchange/Segment 2:

· Entrances and exits at Cavalcade and Irvington must be retained. Proposed exits at Link
and Fulton should be eliminated.

· Exit at Irvington:  The exchange from I-45 N/S to 610-E must continue to allow exiting at
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  





Irvington. Irvington is the main entrance and exit point for both Lindale Park and North
Lindale. Forcing travelers coming from I-45 to exit I-45 at Link or elsewhere, then to use
frontage streets full of stoplights and a Metro train to reach Irvington is not acceptable.

· Exit at Cavalcade:  The exchange from 610-E to I-45-S must still allow exiting at
Cavalcade. I am opposed to forcing drivers to exit at Airline and to then use frontage
roads to access areas along the northern half of Segment 2.

· Entrance at Irvington to 610-W:  Keep this on-ramp.  This entrance should be redesigned
to eliminate the current hazards of traffic weaving in order to access 610-W or I-45-S. It
looks like the proposed overpass to I-45-S will now take access from the right, which is
good, but the Irvington entrance needs to remain and still allow for travel to 610 and I-
45 both.

· North St, Cottage St, and N Main rebuilt bridges – Protected lanes for pedestrians and
cyclists should be added.  North St should remain open to drivers but only one car lane
each way and should feature traffic-calming devices.  Any I-45 redesign must be mindful
to NOT encourage non-local through-traffic onto North St.

· Quitman entrance and exit must remain.

· Patton St truck stop:  This truck stop attracts a high volume of 18-wheeler traffic.
Eliminating exits at Patton will force this traffic to travel further on frontage roads to
reach the truck stop.  I’m not necessarily opposed to this, but the proposed I-45 plan
does not seem to acknowledge this existing condition.

· Little White Oak Bayou:  I-45 crosses Little White Oak Bayou several times in Segment 2.
While we currently treat this bayou as a garbage dump, someday I believe we will
understand this is a beautiful green space worthy of the newfound respect we are seeing
with our larger bayous.  Any I-45 plan should be mindful of future efforts to daylight
culverted section of Little White Oak and to add pedestrian and bicycling routes along
the bayou corridor.  The reconstructed freeway should not create a barrier to this
potential. Even better, the I-45 proposal should help make these possible changes a
reality.

Segment 3

· Connections to/from I-45 to Memorial and Allen Parkway are essential.  These are the
key access points to and from the greater Montrose and Neartown neighborhoods to I-
45.

· I do not support acquisition of new ROW on the east side of downtown in order to build
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this project.  Much has been made about how eliminating the Pierce Elevated will
remove a ‘barrier’ between downtown and Midtown.  This is mainly a visual barrier, not
an actual one. On the other hand, the expansion of the 59 corridor and addition of I-45
lanes on the east side of downtown will take out an entire row of blocks east of the
existing freeway, and will cause more disruption than what we will gain by losing the
Pierce. The land condemnation required for this will destroy numerous thriving new
businesses, a large residential complex, important social services, and at least one
significant historic building and designated City of Houston Landmark at 2017 Preston. 

Segment 1:

· ROW expansion:  170-225 feet of additional ROW?  It looks like there will be 25-30 lanes
when finished.  This is appalling.  There has to be a better way. Why isn’t TxDOT
investing in strategies like commuter rail instead of paving over the entire north side of
Houston?

In general:

· Freeway caps over depressed freeway segments:  I support the use of freeway caps over
depressed segments, to be topped with green space or other community features, and
believe they should be built now rather in some undetermined future when it will
disrupt the community all over again and cost a lot more than it would to just do it now.

· Pedestrian and bicycle accommodations:  All should be separate protected lanes.  Adding
a stripe to the road and calling it a bike lane is not enough. This is especially true along
frontage roads in which traffic often travels at high speed despite speed limits.

I hope TxDOT grows the vision we desperately need to stop spending billions of taxpayer
money on never-ending freeway expansion and start investing instead in mass transit and
land use policies that do not encourage sprawl and congestion.  We will never be able to
build our way out of the traffic mess our current policies create.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposals.  I can see that TxDOT has
been mindful of earlier community feedback to avoid ROW expansion in Segment 2, and am
hopeful that community comment will continue to be heard.

Diana DuCroz, AICP
915 Fairbanks St
Houston, TX  77009
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

E 216-6



P a g e  | 4 

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   

E 216-8



From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion Plan Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:45:19 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Megan Mastal  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 2:52 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Expansion Plan Comments

To:  Texas Department of Transportation  Email comments to:  HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls

were not honored; they MUST be installed as part of this project.
0.2   Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   Utilize “quiet pavement” techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways. I live 6-7 blocks from 45 and can currently here the traffic inside my home,
particularly in drier weather.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.

This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by

E 217-1

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
mailto:HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
mailto:HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov


retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.
1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to

businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N. Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges with physically separated (e.g., with concrete barriers), wide pathways
for pedestrians and cyclists, and pedestrian-friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of
the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our
neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell,
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. MUST continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets, including Beauchamp in front of Travis Elementary, posing a major
safety concern. Keep Houston Ave. two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound (where currently
four lanes) and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south. 
This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave. north
bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection
that is currently in place. Alternative could be to install a traffic signal at the intersection.
2.3 –When the N. Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. In addition, those exiting the freeway northbound
and turning west on N. Main often cut across the left turn lane, posing safety issues. When
engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the
width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this
location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of 
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrently with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date. 
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N. Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
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I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2-lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the
Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will
also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT while protecting the
enhancements done to Buffalo Bayou park and related infrastructure.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion

E 217-3



will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousands in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with city of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

Megan
Megan Mastal
Principal
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Insights Strategic Public Relations
418 Byrne St.
Houston, TX 77009

713.884.5432

This electronic mail message may contain information which is (a) LEGALLY PRIVILEGED, PROPRIETARY IN NATURE, OR
OTHERWISE PROTECTED BY LAW FROM DISCLOSURE, and (b) intended only for the use of the Addressee (s) names herein. If
you are not the Addressee (s), or the person responsible for delivering this to the Addressee (s), you are hereby notified that reading,
copying, or distributing this message is prohibited. If you have received this electronic mail message in error, please contact us
immediately at 713.884.5432 and take the steps necessary to delete the message completely from your computer system. Thank you.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments regarding the North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:45:37 AM
Attachments: TxDOT_RCross.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Renee Cross  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 2:38 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: Comments regarding the North Houston Highway Improvement Project

31 May 2015

Texas Department of Transportation
HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Dear Texas Department of Transportation Representatives:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes for the North Houston
Highway Improvement Project (I-45).

The east side of the Woodland Heights neighborhood will be adversely affected by the proposed
changes to I-45 near North Main, specifically making Houston Avenue a one way street in its
northern section.  If Houston Avenue is deemed one-way, even for a few blocks, it will force
additional traffic onto neighborhood streets such as Beauchamp. Beauchamp already suffers as a
route for speeding cut-through traffic, and it cannot withstand further activity without becoming
dangerous for residents and visitors. Beauchamp includes 3 churches, a large elementary school and
a food pantry within 4 blocks as well as residences. Encouraging the use of Beauchamp as a way to
access I-45 will make it hazardous for the people that actually live in the neighborhood.

Part of Beauchamp is included in the Woodland Heights Historic District. I know such designation
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Renée D Cross 


3004 Beauchamp │ Houston, TX 77009 │grigio@att.net 


 
31 May 2015 
 
Texas Department of Transportation 
HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov  
RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
 
Dear Texas Department of Transportation Representatives: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes for the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project (I-45).  
 
The east side of the Woodland Heights neighborhood will be adversely affected by the proposed changes to I-45 near 
North Main, specifically making Houston Avenue a one way street in its northern section.  If Houston Avenue is deemed 
one-way, even for a few blocks, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets such as Beauchamp. 
Beauchamp already suffers as a route for speeding cut-through traffic, and it cannot withstand further activity without 
becoming dangerous for residents and visitors. Beauchamp includes 3 churches, a large elementary school and a food 
pantry within 4 blocks as well as residences. Encouraging the use of Beauchamp as a way to access I-45 will make it 
hazardous for the people that actually live in the neighborhood.  
 
Part of Beauchamp is included in the Woodland Heights Historic District. I know such designation does not have any 
legal bearing with the state, but I hope that it is acknowledged as recognition of an area that has worked diligently to 
retain its unique character. Forcing traffic through such an area when it is densely populated by homes, churches and 
schools on a street not designed as a major thoroughfare is a detriment to our neighborhood’s quality of life. 
 
Furthermore, the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going north on I-45 will also have the same threatening 
effect on Beauchamp and other neighborhood streets as people cut through the Woodland Heights to access the 
Interstate. 
 
Lastly, METRO (Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris County) is currently proposing to move existing neighborhood 
bus lines which assume Houston Avenue is a two-way street as it is now. Making Houston Avenue a one way street as 
proposed by TX-DOT will likely marginalize many riders who depend on convenient bus service. 
 
I join neighbors and members of the I-45 Coalition in proposing the following:  
 


Keep Houston Avenue as two lanes southbound and two lanes northbound with a designated barrier-
separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with 
additional vehicles from Houston Avenue northbound (similar to the current configuration). This layout 
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  


 
The Quitman entrance northbound on I-45 should remain although the acceleration lane and lane merging 
onto I-45 N must be improved.   


 
Thank you for considering this request to retain Houston Avenue as a two-way street and the Quitman northbound 
entrance.  
 
Respectfully, 
Renée Cross 
 
CC:  Senator Sylvia Garcia 
        State Representative Carol Alvarado 
        State Representative Jessica Farrar 
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does not have any legal bearing with the state, but I hope that it is acknowledged as recognition of
an area that has worked diligently to retain its unique character. Forcing traffic through such an area
when it is densely populated by homes, churches and schools on a street not designed as a major
thoroughfare is a detriment to our neighborhood’s quality of life.

Furthermore, the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going north on I-45 will also have the
same threatening effect on Beauchamp and other neighborhood streets as people cut through the
Woodland Heights to access the Interstate.

Lastly, METRO (Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris County) is currently proposing to move
existing neighborhood bus lines which assume Houston Avenue is a two-way street as it is now.
Making Houston Avenue a one way street as proposed by TX-DOT will likely marginalize many riders
who depend on convenient bus service.

I join neighbors and members of the I-45 Coalition in proposing the following:

Keep  Houston  Avenue  as  two  lanes  southbound  and  two  lanes  northbound  with a
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Avenue northbound
(similar  to  the  current  configuration).  This  layout  completely  eliminates the dangerous
cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.

The Quitman entrance northbound on  I-45 should  remain although the acceleration lane
and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. 

Thank you  for considering  this  request  to  retain Houston Avenue as a two-way street and the
Quitman northbound entrance.

Respectfully,
Renée Cross
3004 Beauchamp
Houston, Texas 77009

CC:  Senator Sylvia Garcia
 State Representative Carol Alvarado
 State Representative Jessica Farrar
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Renée D Cross 

3004 Beauchamp │ Houston, TX 77009  

31 May 2015 

Texas Department of Transportation 
HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov  
RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

Dear Texas Department of Transportation Representatives: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes for the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project (I-45).  

The east side of the Woodland Heights neighborhood will be adversely affected by the proposed changes to I-45 near 
North Main, specifically making Houston Avenue a one way street in its northern section.  If Houston Avenue is deemed 
one-way, even for a few blocks, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets such as Beauchamp. 
Beauchamp already suffers as a route for speeding cut-through traffic, and it cannot withstand further activity without 
becoming dangerous for residents and visitors. Beauchamp includes 3 churches, a large elementary school and a food 
pantry within 4 blocks as well as residences. Encouraging the use of Beauchamp as a way to access I-45 will make it 
hazardous for the people that actually live in the neighborhood.  

Part of Beauchamp is included in the Woodland Heights Historic District. I know such designation does not have any 
legal bearing with the state, but I hope that it is acknowledged as recognition of an area that has worked diligently to 
retain its unique character. Forcing traffic through such an area when it is densely populated by homes, churches and 
schools on a street not designed as a major thoroughfare is a detriment to our neighborhood’s quality of life. 

Furthermore, the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going north on I-45 will also have the same threatening 
effect on Beauchamp and other neighborhood streets as people cut through the Woodland Heights to access the 
Interstate. 

Lastly, METRO (Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris County) is currently proposing to move existing neighborhood 
bus lines which assume Houston Avenue is a two-way street as it is now. Making Houston Avenue a one way street as 
proposed by TX-DOT will likely marginalize many riders who depend on convenient bus service. 

I join neighbors and members of the I-45 Coalition in proposing the following: 

Keep Houston Avenue as two lanes southbound and two lanes northbound with a designated barrier-
separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with 
additional vehicles from Houston Avenue northbound (similar to the current configuration). This layout 
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

The Quitman entrance northbound on I-45 should remain although the acceleration lane and lane merging 
onto I-45 N must be improved.   

Thank you for considering this request to retain Houston Avenue as a two-way street and the Quitman northbound 
entrance.  

Respectfully, 
Renée Cross 

CC:  Senator Sylvia Garcia 
 State Representative Carol Alvarado 
 State Representative Jessica Farrar 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment on I-45N plans
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:45:42 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Julie Williams  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 2:11 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: 
Subject: Comment on I-45N plans

All,

I am a resident of Eastwood, and I would like to see Polk Street remain OPEN
heading into downtown. Polk Street provides the only bike lane into downtown. If Polk
Street is closed at St Emmanuel then the only option will be Leeland which will be
clogged with vehicles and buses. Polk Street is also an important route heading to the
GRB Convention Center and Discovery Green. 

The closing of McKinney makes an open Polk Street even more necessary and vital
for East End residents to efficiently access downtown. With new construction going
on in the East End it is imperative that we have more than one accessible and local
route into and out of downtown. As a biking family, we also need to have a safe route
into and out of downtown. This is a big PLUS for our neighborhood as we attract new
families and residents due to the rail opening who may enjoy the option of biking
downtown for events and gatherings. Polk Street needs to remain open.

Thank you for your time.

Julie O'Sullivan
4703 Walker St
Houston TX 77023
(713) 823-6883
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:45:55 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Donna Bennett  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 2:03 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier

walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

0.4   – All provisions for bicycle and pedestrian facilities should be constructed in accordance with
the FHWA Separated Bike Lane Planning and Design Guide.  All Intersections should be built as
Protected Intersections and include these four basic components:  (1) a corner refuge island; (2)
a forward stop bar; (3) a set-back bike and pedestrian crossing; and (4) bike-friendly signal
phasing.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.

This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has

E 220-1

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov


many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by
retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of 
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.          

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
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2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
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doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station. 

Regards,

Donna Bennett
528 Harvard St
Houston, TX 77007
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments to proposed changes to I-45
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:46:22 AM
Attachments: TxDOT letter.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: stan cross  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 1:20 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: 
Subject: Comments to proposed changes to I-45

Please see the attached letter.

Regards,

Stan Cross
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

 All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  

Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.



Regards,

Stanleigh Cross

3004 Beauchamp

Houston, TX 77009



stanleighcross@gmail.com
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

 All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled 
bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians 
and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the 
oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our 
neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).   

Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be 
directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs 
up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with 
better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 
traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern 
edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both 
#50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another 
exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by 
anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit 
immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the 
proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 
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On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a 
stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should 
be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current 
plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will 
expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

Regards, 

Stanleigh Cross 
3004 Beauchamp 
Houston, TX 77009 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment on I-45 Expansion - Patton St. Exit Closing
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:48:16 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Janet Roe 
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 11:24 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comment on I-45 Expansion - Patton St. Exit Closing

To whom it may concern:

I have provided comments earlier but have one more additional comment.
It relates to the proposed Patton Street Exit closing on I-45 between 610 and I-10.  There is a truck
stop on the east side of Patton and hundreds of semis use that exit/entrance every day.  If the Patton
Street exit is closed, those semis will travel on neighborhood streets such as Fulton and Irvington which
are not equipped or supposed to have 18 wheeler traffic.  A number of us are very concerned about
what these hundreds of semis traveling on the neighborhood streets will do to the quality of life in our
neighborhood.
Thank you.

Janet Roe
4211 Darter St.
Houston, TX  77009
713.861.3538
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments on Proposed North Freeway Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:48:31 AM
Attachments: WOBA TXDOT-I 45 Comment Ltr[1].pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Bob Lee  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 12:40 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: 
Subject: Comments on Proposed North Freeway Project

Dear Sir or Ma'am, 
Comments from the White Oak Bayou Association on the I-45 corridor plan are
attached.
Thanks for the opportunity to comment.
Best Regards, 

Robert S. Lee, P.G.

601 East 18th St.
Houston, Texas 77008
713-880-5511 (home)
713-775-7330 (cel)
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30 May 2015 
TxDOT District Office 
Director of Project Development 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 
Email: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 
 
RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project – I -45  
Beltway 8 to US 59 - Public Comments 
 
Dear Director of Project Development, 
 
The White Oak Bayou Association (WOBA) appreciates this 
opportunity to provide comments on the North Houston High-
way Improvement Project.  WOBA is a non-profit advocacy 
organization whose mission is to promote greater public 
awareness, appreciation, and enjoyment of the White Oak 
Bayou, its tributaries and environs by advocating the preser-
vation, restoration, and maintenance of the natural wildlife 
habitats thereof, while promoting compatible educational and 
recreational opportunities within the area.   
 
WOBA would like to express its concerns with respect to the 
potential for significant environmental impacts of the proposed 
reconstruction of I-45 on Houston’s bayous and adjacent wet-
lands along the full reach of the project, and in particular on 
White Oak Bayou, its tributary Little White Oak Bayou, and its 
receiving stream, Buffalo Bayou.  Our major areas of concern 
are the potential for the project to exacerbate flooding, further 
disrupt surface water hydrology and shallow groundwater dis-
charge, cause further deterioration of water quality and wildlife 
habitat, and create potential barriers to pedestrian and wildlife 
mobility.  On the other hand, we see the potential for improve-
ments in some of these area by proper deign and implemen-
tation of the project. 
 
Houston’s ever-expanding freeways are an immense source 
of stormwater runoff into the bayous and significant contribu-
tor to flooding.  Runoff from roads impacts water quality, and 
therefore aquatic habitat, in the immediately receiving streams 
and in downstream water bodies, including Galveston Bay.  
Water quality impacts include the presence of oil and other 
pollutants, trash and, during summer, excess heat which re-
duces the water’s capacity for dissolved oxygen.   
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The subgrade sections of the project could potentially result in such impacts even in dry 
weather if pumping is required to prevent road flooding by shallow groundwater seepage.   
The project’s design should mitigate for these impacts by incorporating vegetated detention 
basin, engineered wetlands and any other appropriate elements to reduce the flow rate into 
the bayous and remove pollutants.  The project should include mitigation not only for the 
currently proposed construction, but also for past freeway construction projects that pre-
dated mitigation requirements. 
 
The project design, especially in the subgrade sections, should take into account the po-
tential disruption of stream flow, and should not impose barriers to future improvements to 
the lower reaches of White Oak Bayou, which may include removal of concrete paving and 
restoration of a meandering channel.  When concerns about runoff and flood potential were 
raised with one of TxDOT’s representatives  at a recent public meeting, the response was 
that some of the “kinks” (i.e., meanders) in the channel “might have to be straightened out” 
in order to move the water downstream faster and prevent flooding.  This is absolutely the 
incorrect approach and it is hoped that this response does not in any way reflect TxDOT’s 
actual intended mitigation strategy.   
 
Finally, the project design should safely accommodate pedestrian and bicycle traffic adja-
cent to and crossing the freeway, and especially along the waterways.  Houston’s Bayou 
Greenways 2020 project has begun a program of major enhancements to and expansion of 
our parks along the bayous, including improvements to neighborhood access to the parks 
and connectivity between them.  The proposed project should provide for improved access 
to the parks and should not result in barriers to pedestrians, bicyclists or wildlife.  In particu-
lar, the project should be designed to accommodate shared-use trails along Little White 
Oak Bayou from its confluence with White Oak Bayou to the upstream limits of the project, 
with a connector to Moody Park, as outlined by the Houston Parks Board in its letter to 
TxDOT dated 3 December 2013. 
 
In summary, while the preliminary design for the portion of the project near downtown has 
undeniable esthetic appeal, and may enhance automobile traffic through the city, it poses 
significant potential for adverse impacts to our local waterways and to the accessibility and 
connectivity of our parks.  Therefore, WOBA very strongly urges TxDOT to take these con-
cerns into account in its final plan and design. 
 
Again, we appreciate this opportunity to provide our comments on the project.  Should you 
have any questions regarding our concerns, please feel free to call me at 713-775-7330. 
Sincerely, 


 


 
 


Robert S. Lee 
Vice President  


White Oak Bayou Association 
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30 May 2015 
TxDOT District Office 
Director of Project Development 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 
Email: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project – I -45 
Beltway 8 to US 59 - Public Comments 

Dear Director of Project Development, 

The White Oak Bayou Association (WOBA) appreciates this 
opportunity to provide comments on the North Houston High-
way Improvement Project.  WOBA is a non-profit advocacy 
organization whose mission is to promote greater public 
awareness, appreciation, and enjoyment of the White Oak 
Bayou, its tributaries and environs by advocating the preser-
vation, restoration, and maintenance of the natural wildlife 
habitats thereof, while promoting compatible educational and 
recreational opportunities within the area.   

WOBA would like to express its concerns with respect to the 
potential for significant environmental impacts of the proposed 
reconstruction of I-45 on Houston’s bayous and adjacent wet-
lands along the full reach of the project, and in particular on 
White Oak Bayou, its tributary Little White Oak Bayou, and its 
receiving stream, Buffalo Bayou.  Our major areas of concern 
are the potential for the project to exacerbate flooding, further 
disrupt surface water hydrology and shallow groundwater dis-
charge, cause further deterioration of water quality and wildlife 
habitat, and create potential barriers to pedestrian and wildlife 
mobility.  On the other hand, we see the potential for improve-
ments in some of these area by proper deign and implemen-
tation of the project. 

Houston’s ever-expanding freeways are an immense source 
of stormwater runoff into the bayous and significant contribu-
tor to flooding.  Runoff from roads impacts water quality, and 
therefore aquatic habitat, in the immediately receiving streams 
and in downstream water bodies, including Galveston Bay. 
Water quality impacts include the presence of oil and other 
pollutants, trash and, during summer, excess heat which re-
duces the water’s capacity for dissolved oxygen.   
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The subgrade sections of the project could potentially result in such impacts even in dry 
weather if pumping is required to prevent road flooding by shallow groundwater seepage.   
The project’s design should mitigate for these impacts by incorporating vegetated detention 
basin, engineered wetlands and any other appropriate elements to reduce the flow rate into 
the bayous and remove pollutants.  The project should include mitigation not only for the 
currently proposed construction, but also for past freeway construction projects that pre-
dated mitigation requirements. 

The project design, especially in the subgrade sections, should take into account the po-
tential disruption of stream flow, and should not impose barriers to future improvements to 
the lower reaches of White Oak Bayou, which may include removal of concrete paving and 
restoration of a meandering channel.  When concerns about runoff and flood potential were 
raised with one of TxDOT’s representatives  at a recent public meeting, the response was 
that some of the “kinks” (i.e., meanders) in the channel “might have to be straightened out” 
in order to move the water downstream faster and prevent flooding.  This is absolutely the 
incorrect approach and it is hoped that this response does not in any way reflect TxDOT’s 
actual intended mitigation strategy.   

Finally, the project design should safely accommodate pedestrian and bicycle traffic adja-
cent to and crossing the freeway, and especially along the waterways.  Houston’s Bayou 
Greenways 2020 project has begun a program of major enhancements to and expansion of 
our parks along the bayous, including improvements to neighborhood access to the parks 
and connectivity between them.  The proposed project should provide for improved access 
to the parks and should not result in barriers to pedestrians, bicyclists or wildlife.  In particu-
lar, the project should be designed to accommodate shared-use trails along Little White 
Oak Bayou from its confluence with White Oak Bayou to the upstream limits of the project, 
with a connector to Moody Park, as outlined by the Houston Parks Board in its letter to 
TxDOT dated 3 December 2013. 

In summary, while the preliminary design for the portion of the project near downtown has 
undeniable esthetic appeal, and may enhance automobile traffic through the city, it poses 
significant potential for adverse impacts to our local waterways and to the accessibility and 
connectivity of our parks.  Therefore, WOBA very strongly urges TxDOT to take these con-
cerns into account in its final plan and design. 

Again, we appreciate this opportunity to provide our comments on the project.  Should you 
have any questions regarding our concerns, please feel free to call me at 713-775-7330. 
Sincerely, 

Robert S. Lee 
Vice President  
White Oak Bayou Association 
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Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
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From: I-45 Coalition  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 12:08 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: Re: Comments on I-45 project / North Houston Highway Improvement Project

A grassroots organization of concerned citizens and civic associations from neighborhoods affected by potential I-45
expansion

www.I-45Coalition.org       on Facebook        713.816.0444

May 29, 2015

To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Via:   HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov
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CC:  Senator Sylvia Garcia  

 Senator Paul Bettencourt                 

 Senator Rodney Ellis         

    Senator John Whitmire        

 Representative Jessica Farrar       

 Representative Carol.Alvarado    

    Representative Armando Walle  

    Representative Senfronia Thompson     

   Representative Garnet Coleman            

Re:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project / I-45

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for extending the time period for public comments from May 15 to May 31.  Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that we would like to see occur.  We have
held several meetings and listened to hundreds of citizens. What follows below is a
consensus of those that we have heard from:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install
sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. 
Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston.
Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the
freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel
levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
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while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments
and by building above grade.

1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain
access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar
in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead,
Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. MUST continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force
additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two
lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to
I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from
Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the
dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.   We have attached a photo
which illustrates this concept.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased
traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the
left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this
bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of
this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this
location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise
barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no
purpose or need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  We request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the
time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is
done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously
rather than at a future date.      
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2.7 – We ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-
45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation, in addition to
sound mitigation walls (see 0.2 above).

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. 
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North
on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto
I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to
South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  We request that the Fulton exit
be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has
significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto
the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major
Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – We strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate
this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, we would like to be able to use existing
portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces
and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – We want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without
Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10,
610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
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3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential
that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership
to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized
landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and
enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  We request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the
time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent
with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered
and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve
this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on
the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown
from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot
construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high
speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. 
Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this
plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter
rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood
Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on
the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of
the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
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incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston
at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston
is losing large areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.

3.12 - We suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and
entertaining a cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into
midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway
via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to
projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.

3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to
comments made in segment 2.  We request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar
St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project. 
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. 
Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. 
Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center
rail line and the Burnett station. 

Sincerely,

Jim Weston
Jim Weston

I-45 Coalition, President
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From: I-45 Coalition  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 11:15 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: Comments on I-45 project / North Houston Highway Improvement Project

A grassroots organization of concerned citizens and civic associations from neighborhoods affected by potential I-45 expansion

www.I-45Coalition.org       on Facebook        713.816.0444

May 29, 2015
To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Via:   HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

CC:  Senator Sylvia Garcia   
 Senator Paul Bettencourt                 
 Senator Rodney Ellis         

    Senator John Whitmire        
 Representative Jessica Farrar       
 Representative Carol.Alvarado    

    Representative Armando Walle   
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    Representative Senfronia Thompson     
   Representative Garnet Coleman            

Re:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project / I-45

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT,
and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for extending the time period for public comments from May 15 to May 31.  Thank you
for the opportunity to comment on changes that we would like to see occur.  We have held
several meetings and listened to hundreds of citizens. What follows below is a consensus of
those that we have heard from:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods
that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a
design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both
vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of
vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.
0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and
by building above grade.
1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access
to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. MUST continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force
additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two
lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-
45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from
Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the
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dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.   We have attached a photo
which illustrates this concept.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  We request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time
of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.      
2.7 – We ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation, in addition to
sound mitigation walls (see 0.2 above).

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. 
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
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southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-
45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South
St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  We request that the Fulton exit
be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has
significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and
is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – We strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate
this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, we would like to be able to use existing
portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces
and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – We want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial
connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  We request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time
of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from

E 225-4



the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is
impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be
needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future
growth for U of H.

3.12 - We suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and
entertaining a cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. 
These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and
pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.

3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  We request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for
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the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station. 

Sincerely,

Jim Weston
Jim Weston
I-45 Coalition, President
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion-Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:08:32 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr WORD.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Susan Graham 
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 9:58 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Expansion-Comments

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a Near Northside Resident and I have concerns regarding the current plans for the I-45 expansion.
Please see my comments in the attached document.

Thank you for you time and attention to my concerns.

Sincerely,

Susan Graham
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To: Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps artists design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better-timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180-degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2-lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade, which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There does exist ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high-speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.11 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  



Sincerely, 

Susan Graham 

Near Northside Resident 
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To: Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to: HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps artists design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better-timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180-degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for 
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the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion 
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or 
other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather 
than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2-lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade, which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
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infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There does exist ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high-speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 
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3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   

Sincerely,  

Susan Graham  

Near Northside Resident 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:08:33 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From:  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 8:59 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

RE: Comments on North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Submitted by:
Frank Blake
1010 Peden #3
Houston, TX 77006

Note: I am not employed by TxDOT. I do not do business with TxDOT. And I would not benefit
monetarily from the project.

Personally I am dismayed that so many billions of dollars will be spent on mega-freeway road
infrastructure in an age of climate change, when other cities around the world are adopting
transportation projects that aim to reduce carbon emissions. I would much rather see these dollars
spent on transit development in the Houston region. It is past time for a city the size of Houston to
invest in real transit options, not just bigger freeways. And I detest driving on MEGA-freeways. They
are ugly, bad for the environment, bad for neighborhoods, and inherently inefficient for moving people
around in an urban environment.

It would be nice to eliminate the need for the Pierce Elevated, but the benefit gained from this is offset
by the huge chasm that will be created by all the lanes added on the East End side of the Brown
Convention Center.

And I wonder about the wisdom of having a junction where all three major freeways, I-10, I-45, and I-
69 come together at the same point. This could make all three roadways vulnerable to a major accident,
severe weather event, act of terrorism, etc.

But if this project is going to proceed, below are comments on what I would like to see happen.  I have
listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1     - All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2      - Sound Mitigation - There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate
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for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight
inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering
neighborhoods.

0.3     - Utilize 'quiet pavement' techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1     Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant
or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this
section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins,
channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2     There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 - All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the "red-ball" bridges over US-59 at Mandell,
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 - Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.

2.3 -When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north,
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 - The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 - Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 - From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project. 
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done
simultaneously rather than at a future date.

2.7 - I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 - On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
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Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a "fly-over" exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45,
taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 - On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a "fly-over" exit to Patton
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 - On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 - The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional
connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman - any changes to this area
must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 - On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton.
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 - I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 - I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North
or South.

3.3 - There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement
and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 - Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project
will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
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Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. 
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown
part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail
will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion. 
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time
that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand's in attendance.

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the
expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans
that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett
station. All costs associated with integrating the existing Metro rail lines with the new North Highway
Improvement Project should be borne by the Highway Project and NOT by METRO. We need to
preserve our transit dollars for transit, not for road projects.

Note: I am not employed by TxDOT. I do not do business with TxDOT. And I would not benefit
monetarily from the project.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:40:54 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Conway Adams  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 7:36 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

We are nearby homeowners. The proposed I-45 expansion will negatively affect our quality
of life and our property value. Please consider the changes below.

Thank you.

Conway and Charles Adams
408 Woodland 
Houston, TX 77009

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

1. – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.

2. - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that
are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that
is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and
horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to
further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

3. – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
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generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1. Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.
This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side
has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W.
from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be
mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

2. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
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depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of
 this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.      

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
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provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
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3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station.  
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion project between I-10 and 610
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:08:45 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 8:30 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Expansion project between I-10 and 610

To whom it may concern:

Please accept my comments below for the I-45 expansion project between I-10 and
610.

I am a resident of the Near Northside and access to my neighborhood will be
impacted by the proposed changes between I-10 and 610.

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not
do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.

These remarks are in addition to the detailed remarks in an email sent to you by
another neighbor, Janet Roe.

There is a Love's Truck Stop located outbound on I-45 at the Patton exit. Inbound the
exit is Cavalcade/Patton. I just drove through the parking lot of that business and at
present...Saturday, May 30, 2015 at 2:30 pm, the number of 18-wheelers in their
lot is 126. The impact on the Near Northside neighborhood by the number of 18-
wheelers coming in and out of Love's Truck Stop - 24 hrs a day/7 days a week, would
make traffic flow unmanageable with only Link and North Main as exits.  As it is now,
you cannot travel on Patton without having to stop for trucks pulling in and out of that
business or trucks taking up two lanes of traffic at the stop signs on all four corners at
the intersection of the I-45 service road and Patton. Closure of the proposed exits
would reroute these trucks through now quiet neighborhoods. 18-wheelers are loud,
destructive to the streets, and harmful to the environment.  At present, these trucks
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exit Patton or Cavalcade/Patton and travel only 100 yards to a quarter of a mile to
reach their stop. They do not impact any residential area whatsoever.

The City of Houston has partnered with many companies, city leaders and neighbors,
in an enthusiastic quest to revitalize the Near Northside...and it's working. This
proposed I-45 expansion project as it is, is not user friendly to residents, will close off
access to our neighborhood, and at the very least is counterproductive, if not
destructive, to the area and efforts being made for revitilization to this historic part of
Houston.

Thank you for taking the time to read my concerns.

Kathy Joachim, 4218 Cettipark, Houston, TX  77009, 713-851-0612.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion Project - Corrected Letter
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:08:40 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: ] 
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 8:40 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Expansion Project - Corrected Letter

To whom it may concern:

Please accept my comments below for the I-45 expansion project between I-10 and
610.

I am a resident of the Near Northside and access to my neighborhood will be
impacted by the proposed changes between I-10 and 610.

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not
do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.

These remarks are in addition to the detailed remarks in an email sent to you by
another neighbor, Janet Roe.

There is a Love's Truck Stop located outbound on I-45 at the Patton exit. Inbound the
exit is Cavalcade/Patton. I just drove through the parking lot of that business and at
present...Saturday, May 30, 2015 at 2:30 pm, the number of 18-wheelers in their lot
is 126. The impact on the Near Northside neighborhood by the number of 18-
wheelers coming in and out of Love's Truck Stop - 24 hrs a day/7 days a week, would
make traffic flow unmanageable with only Link and North Main as exits. As it is now,
you cannot travel on Patton without having to stop for trucks pulling in and out of that
business or trucks taking up two lanes of traffic at the stop signs on all four corners at
the intersection of the I-45 service road and Patton. Closure of the proposed exits
would reroute these trucks through now quiet neighborhoods. 18-wheelers are loud,
destructive to the streets, and harmful to the environment. At present, these trucks
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exit Patton or Cavalcade/Patton and travel only 100 yards to a quarter of a mile to
reach their stop. They do not impact any residential area whatsoever.

The City of Houston has partnered with many companies, city leaders and neighbors,
in an enthusiastic quest to revitalize the Near Northside...and it's working. This
proposed I-45 expansion project as it is, is not user friendly to residents, will close off
access to our neighborhood, and at the very least is counterproductive, if not
destructive, to the area and efforts being made for revitalization to this historic part of
Houston.

Thank you for taking the time to read my concerns.

Kathy Joachim, 4218 Cettipark, Houston, TX 77009, 713-851-0612.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Pierce Skypark
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:08:51 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Dawn Shumway  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 8:15 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Skypark

My husband and I live in the First Ward and love the idea of the  Pierce Skypark for the
Pierce Elevated in the I- 45 Downtown Expansion Project.  We need great projects like this
in our wonderful city of Houston. Again we would love to see this happen. 

E 231

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov


From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:08:56 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Darlene Valliant  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 7:33 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Please see my comments in the attached document. 

Regards,

Darlene Valliant
1112 Tabor St
Houston Tx 77009

TxDOT.docx
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Proposed Pierce Skypark
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:09:18 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Eloise Charles 
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 3:37 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Proposed Pierce Skypark

I strongly support this proposed use of the soon to be superseded Pierce Elevated portion of I45 in
Houston.  It seems to me a useful and economic use of the bypassed road, in the spirit of the NYC
Highline, and at a cost less than demolition.

Thank you,

Eloise Charles
2417A McDuffie
Houston, TX 77019
Sent from my iPad
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:09:18 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Bonnie G. Brown  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 2:05 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

To:  Texas Department of Transportation  Email comments to:  HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov

From:  Bonnie G. Brown

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. The interests of
the communities impacted by the changes must be a priority.  The needs of commuters and
engineering and legal issues and needs must not be used to trump those interests.  Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
1.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

1.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
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in place.

1.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

1.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.

1.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

1.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of 
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.          

1.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

1.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
Although we must have an exit near Cavalcade, it must be south of Cavalcade between Patton
and Cavalcade or even south of Patton. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.

1.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We
need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade but any exit must be south of Link Road.  The
current plan will greatly increase traffic through neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is
in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of
Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry
ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

1.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood
street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street and the
geography prohibits enlarging this street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located
closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

1.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
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created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

1.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.

1.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
2.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

2.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.

2.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.

2.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.

2.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

2.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

2.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.
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2.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
2.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 

2.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

2.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

2.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

2.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

2.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

2.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

2.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

2.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
3.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.
This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention
/ detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.
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3.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Though-out all Segments:

· – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.

· - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

· – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Segment 2- I-45 project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:09:20 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Christine Fitzgerald  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 1:12 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Segment 2- I-45 project

o:  Texas Department of Transportation             Email comments to:  HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not
do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see
happen.  I have listed them below:
Though-out all Segments:
    1    – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install
sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.
    2     - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification
included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of
Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle
towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering
neighborhoods.
    3    – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel
levels generated from the roadways.
Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
    1    Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to
utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east.
Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel
adjustments and by building above grade.
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    2    There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain
access to businesses.
Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be
rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for
example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have
pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest
districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over
US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design
competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force
additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes
southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance
ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged
with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in
place. 
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the
increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main
waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When
engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. 
Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic
lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects
from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will
force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green
space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing
2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that
goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610
exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC
affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower
ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45
will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that
will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in
place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower
cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.    
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of
I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being
eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit
ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the
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elevation of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at
Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will
greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the
northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north
of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the
proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or
collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to
Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going
North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit
from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an
exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and
Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton
exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection
has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-
up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a
Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.
2.14- The flooding problem caused by the culvert which passes Little White Oak
Bayou under I-45 MUST be addressed. The bayou breaks out at every heavy rain
and floods the neighborhood south of Patton. Perhaps a retention pond is required.
There must be some plan for regular maintenance to ensure that future flood issues
do not occur. Currently there seems to be some confusion about the responsibility for
this section of Little White Oak.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT
incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able
to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike
connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition
costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without
Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on
I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is
essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo
Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and
pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike
trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to
integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
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added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R.
Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas,
Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a
structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT
puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety,
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with
city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street &
Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing
ROW on the east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed
Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into
downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with
TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to
keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential
neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and,
at some point, commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential
area of First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood
Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate
on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on
projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being
designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent
courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large
trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the
Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the
freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to
leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near
the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area
to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of
Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University
of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent
areas that could be future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and
entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into
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midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the
freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to
provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy
access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access
into downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been
removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to
comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from
Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of 
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with
the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private
partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are
being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the
convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: 146 Frontage Road and Exit Ramp Changes
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:09:52 AM
Attachments: Comment - 146.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Tim Pieszchala  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 12:23 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: 146 Frontage Road and Exit Ramp Changes
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment letter for TxDOT (attached)
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:09:54 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

ATT00001.htm

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 11:26 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comment letter for TxDOT (attached)
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

E 237-3



P a g e  | 3 

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:10:07 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Jeri Dubec  
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 9:54 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

To:  Texas Department of Transportation 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

1. – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.

2. - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that
are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that
is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and
horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to
further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

3. – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1. Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.
This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side
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has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W.
from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be
mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

2. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of
 this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.      
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2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.
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3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
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Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station.  

Regards,

Jeri Dubec
1106 East 7th Street
Houston, TX 77009
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:12:00 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Jeanette  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 6:36 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

To:  Texas Department of Transportation  

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have
listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1    – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2     - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods
that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a
design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both
vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of
vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.
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Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1    Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments
and by building above grade.

1.2    There needs to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access
to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased
traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left
turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this
bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of
this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this
location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise
barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no
purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
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Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time
of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly
as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.       

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We
must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. 
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North
on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto
I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to
South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes
to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

E 239-3



2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is
better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and
parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without
Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10,
610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time
of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at
a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs
to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
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transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. 
Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this
plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail
will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston
at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy
access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
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3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to
comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center
rail line and the Burnett station. 

Jeanette Davis

1116 Euclid St

Houston, TX 77009-7139
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Pierce Elevated
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:12:08 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Chris Dethloff Greene  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 5:40 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Elevated

I support the idea to convert the Pierce Elevated into the Pierce Skypark.  I have walked on
the Hi-Line in New York City several times and it is a great asset to the city.  Turning the
Pierce Elevated into a pedestrian and bikeway would be an asset as well.

Chris Greene
Houston, TX
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:12:29 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL 2.pages

ATT00001.htm

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: William Tate  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 5:29 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Please find my comments in the attached document
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments on I-45 project / 4th Public Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:12:42 AM
Attachments: N.Main.Houston.b.w.jpg

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: jim weston  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 5:26 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comments on I-45 project / 4th Public Meeting

TxDOT:

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.

In Segment 2 - 
The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated!  

This design is extremely detrimental to the neighborhood in general and is just poor traffic
management!  It will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of
green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.

Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound
(similar to current layout). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic
intersection that is currently in place. 

I have attached a drawing to help illustrate what I am describing.

Thank you for your many great ideas and designs and thanks even more for removing the
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obviously poor design that WAS proposed in this particular location..

Sincerely,
Jim Weston
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:12:45 AM
Attachments: txdot letter.doc

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: James Drake  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 4:59 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

See attached file

E 243-1

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

[image: image1.jpg]James A. Drake

J.A.Drake Companies, Inc
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May 29, 2015

To:  Texas Department of Transportation

Re:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of public meetings.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  

I am writing for the house moving industry and the heavy haul/oversize trucking industry.  We are concerned that our routes to cross over and under IS 45 will  be removed or not made large enough to meet our needs.


I have listed them below:

Our main routes to cross over and under IS 45 are the following:

1. Turn around north of the railroad track south of Crosstimbers


2. Stokes Street under IS 45 south of railroad tracks north of the 610 Loop.  This route has been closed down by the metro lite rail overhead lines at 610 feeder west and eastbound.  Height is reduced to 16'


3. Crossover IS 45 at Cottage


4. Crossover IS 45 at North Main


5. Crossover IS 45 at Hogan Street


6. Crossover IS 10 at Hardy Street


7. Cross under US 59 at Runnels


8. Cross under US 59 at Texas Avenue


9. Cross under at IS 45 at Hutchins Street

These routes are critical for moving oversize and over height loads.  Most railroad crossings under IS 45 are at 22'.  

With Houston being a port city, a great number of oversize and over height loads pass through the city every day

If you need further information, please contact me at 713-694-0301 or e-mail jadrakeco@yahoo.com.






__________________________________







James A. Drake, Director -







Structural Movers Association of Houston 




James A. Drake 
J.A.Drake Companies, Inc 
3621 Trout St 
Houston, TX  77093 
713-694-0301 Voice
713-699-5848 Fax

May 29, 2015 

To:  Texas Department of Transportation 

Re:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by 
TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily 
from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of public 
meetings.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I 
would like to see happen.   

I am writing for the house moving industry and the heavy haul/oversize 
trucking industry.  We are concerned that our routes to cross over and 
under IS 45 will  be removed or not made large enough to meet our needs. 
I have listed them below: 

Our main routes to cross over and under IS 45 are the following: 

1. Turn around north of the railroad track south of Crosstimbers
2. Stokes Street under IS 45 south of railroad tracks north of the 610

Loop.  This route has been closed down by the metro lite rail
overhead lines at 610 feeder west and eastbound.  Height is
reduced to 16'

3. Crossover IS 45 at Cottage
4. Crossover IS 45 at North Main
5. Crossover IS 45 at Hogan Street
6. Crossover IS 10 at Hardy Street
7. Cross under US 59 at Runnels
8. Cross under US 59 at Texas Avenue
9. Cross under at IS 45 at Hutchins Street

These routes are critical for moving oversize and over height loads.  Most 
railroad crossings under IS 45 are at 22'.   
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With Houston being a port city, a great number of oversize and over height 
loads pass through the city every day 

If you need further information, please contact me at 713-694-0301 or e-
mail  

__________________________________ 
James A. Drake, Director - 
Structural Movers Association of Houston 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Proposed I-45 Improvement, North Houston, Texas
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:12:50 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Stephen Preston  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 4:59 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Jeff J. Procell; Morgan Bartz; Stephen Preston
Subject: Proposed I-45 Improvement, North Houston, Texas

***AGAINST PROPOSED TAKING IMPACTING NORTLINE COMMONS SHOPPING
CENTER***

To Whom It May Concern:

The ownership of Northline Commons strongly opposes condemnation or taking of any
kind near or around the shopping center.  Northline Commons is a 480,000 square foot
class A, newly constructed, regional power and lifestyle shopping center located at the
northeast corner of IH-45 and Cross Timbers.  Northline Commons remains the ONLY
major retail destination servicing the vast trade area.

Anchored by multiple and essential national, regional and local retailers, service
providers and restaurants, condemnation or taking of any kind  near or around the
shopping center would materially adversely impact the shopping center, community and
its residents in a variety of ways (all detrimental).  Irrespective of the immediate, costly
and destructive effect any taking would have on the OVERALL function, form, use and
economic viability of the shopping center, the hardship placed on its thousands of daily
shoppers that rely on its proximity and accessibility given the scarcity of nearby similar
shopping options is equally harmful.  The following, and in no particular order of
importance, are a just a few of the adverse impacts:

· Parking
· Access
· Tax revenue
· Aesthetics
· Visibility
· Layout, vehicular flow
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· Construction / re-construction cost
· Loss of entitlement(s) value
· Lease-ability / market-ability
· Economic valuation impact
· Sale-ability / Finance-ability
· Lease violation / cancel-ability
· Pedestrian issues / Safety Issues
It is imperative for TXDot to adopt a strategy that leaves Northline Commons
wholly in tact without change from the proposed North Houston I-45
Improvement, at minimum, for all of the above noted reasons.

Stephen Preston, ASO
Northline Commons, LLC (Owner)
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:13:12 AM
Attachments: image001.gif

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Tim Clark  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 4:02 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

May 29, 2015

Director of Project Development
Texas Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 1386
Houston, Texas, 77251

Re:       North Houston Highway Improvement Project, located in Harris County, Texas

Dear Sir/Madam:

As a property  landowner  in the Near Northside area of Houston, this letter is to register our
opposition  to  the  proposed  elevated  alignment  of  the I-10 express lanes between I-45 and
Highway 59.

The  Near  Northside  has  historically  been  isolated  from  the  City of Houston (“City”) central
business  district  (“CBD”)  due  to  limited  north  to  south  access  and  transportation  routes
between  the  two  areas.  This  has  been  largely  caused  by  the  existing I-10 ROW, significant
railroad landholdings/operations and a  large number of railroad tracks running east to west
across  the  north  side  of  the  City.    This  has  led  to  economic  stagnation  and minimal
development/redevelopment within the  local area.   Over the  last several years, the City has
undertaken significant efforts and provided large amounts of funding to reconnect the Near
Northside and to  invigorate redevelopment of the local area.   Success is finally beginning to
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take root in the community.

The  proposed  project  will  not  only  reverse  all  progress  to  date,  but  will  basically  result  in
further deterioration of the Near Northside.   An elevated eighteen lane addition to I-10 will
further  isolate the area through both an increased ROW size and a limiting of CBD views.  In
addition,  it  will  be  located  just  adjacent  (with  its  inherent  noise)  to  the one of the largest
land tracts available for redevelopment which  is currently expected to serve as an economic
catalyst for the area.

Again,  we  would  like  to  add  our  opposition  to  the  many  other  local  residents  to  this
segment of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project.

We appreciate your consideration.

Sincerely,

CR V Hardy Yards, L.P.
Cypress Real Estate Advisors, Inc.

M. Timothy Clark

Tim Clark
cypresslogo

301 Congress Ave Suite 1100|Austin, TX 78701
Tel: 512.494.8510|Fax: 512.494.8519
www.cypress-advisors.com
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:13:16 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 4:01 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business
with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Through-out all Segments:

0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.
This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by
retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.
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Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section
of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design
competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is
possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction
of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.           

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We
must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed
entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We
need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
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exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood
street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should
not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare
street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition,
the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to
this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the
Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will
also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors,
west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while
accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a
working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and
minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. 
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time
of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public
private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street
and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid
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this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound
corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and,
at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy
access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway
expansion plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.

3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown
on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues
can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed
to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve

E 246-4



this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned
in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station. 

Thank you,

Randy Raimond
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:13:22 AM
Attachments: TxDOT.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 3:44 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Please see my comments in the attached document.

Regards,

Frances A. Smith, MD
2812 Morrison St.
Houston, TX 77009

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------
The information contained in this E-mail, including attachments, is confidential and/or proprietary to
Kelsey-Seybold Clinic and/or its affiliates. The information transmitted herewith is intended only for use
by the individual or entity to which it is addressed and is legally PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, and
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any review, retransmission, dissemination, distribution, copying or other use
of, or taking of any action in reliance upon this information is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this communication in error, please contact the sender immediately by replying to this e-mail message
and delete the message and any attachments from your computer and all servers where it has been
stored.
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I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed by TxDOT, I do not do business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0. All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0. Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0. Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

0. Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

0. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 	All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically separated (e.g. concrete barrier), wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes through some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Suggest holding a design competition and have the community vote on the winner.

2.2 	Houston Ave. must remain a two-way street.  Eliminating it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets (creating dangerous traffic patterns and increasing safety concerns).  Recommend having Houston Ave. 2  lanes southbound, 2 lanes northbound with a designated, barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 	When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light north backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed traffic signals.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help, and would be possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location.

2.4 	The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. must be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers, and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 	Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width ramp, banking the roadway,  and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 	From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting,  or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7	I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8	On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass, could be considered.

2.9	On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10	On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11	The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12	There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13	On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.



Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1	I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2	I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, West side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3	There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT coordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways, and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4	Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, and Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5	Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6	TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TxDOT construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 / I- 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   Continuing to widen freeway lanes is not feasible or practical, and at some point commuter rail will be needed.

3.7	Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8	Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9	Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10	TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11	Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12	I suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertaining cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13	TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14	Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15	There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16	Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17	Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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Page 1 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed by TxDOT, I do not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2 Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal 
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove 
sound from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST 
side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / 
detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as 
architectural-styled bridges that have physically separated (e.g. concrete barrier), wide 
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section 
of I-45 passes through some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that 
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-
ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Suggest holding a design 
competition and have the community vote on the winner. 

2.2 Houston Ave. must remain a two-way street.  Eliminating it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets (creating dangerous traffic patterns and increasing safety concerns).  
Recommend having Houston Ave. 2  lanes southbound, 2 lanes northbound with a designated, 
barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp 
can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). 
This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in 
place.  
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2.3 When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that 
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light 
north backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double 
turn lane left with better timed traffic signals.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help, and 
would be possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location. 

2.4 The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston 
Ave northbound to North St. must be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into 
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers, and creates 
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this 
connector road. 

2.5 Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane 
width ramp, banking the roadway,  and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping 
of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this 
project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a 
later date.  Also any life safety, lighting,  or other issues can be engineered and implemented at 
a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.  

2.7 I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston 
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit 
near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to 
northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass, could be considered. 

2.9 On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible 
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-
over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street 
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not 
be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare 
street. 
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2.11 The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most 
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other 
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance 
northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be 
improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the 
increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due 
to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic 
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and 
designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept 
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce 
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also 
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, West 
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing 
I-45 North or South.

3.3 There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT 
coordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure 
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways, and to ensure replacement in kind 
of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a 
working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and 
minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, and 
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual 
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  
Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any 
life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at 
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the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities 
on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 

3.6 TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas 
Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west 
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TxDOT construction, residents want all 
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor 
and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 / I- 45 interchange and 
south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   Continuing to widen freeway lanes is 
not feasible or practical, and at some point commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7 Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8 Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to 
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of 
the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life 
span and not the time that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9 Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities 
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed 
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The 
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate 
concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the 
alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large 
areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U 
of H. 

3.12 I suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertaining cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
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3.13 TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway 
expansion plans that are easily understood.  

3.14 Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown 
on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues 
can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships 
to achieve this. 

3.17 Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in 
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the 
Burnett station.   
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To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: TxDOT I-45 Comments - MPT Gonzalez
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:13:28 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
MPT Gonzalez - TxDOT I-45 Comment - 5.31.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 3:34 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Thorp, Laura - CNL; Hulsey, Carla - CNL
Subject: TxDOT I-45 Comments - MPT Gonzalez

Hello –

Attached, please find comments from Mayor Pro-Tem Ed Gonzalez.

Cordially,

Jerry Peruchini
Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Pro-Tem Ed Gonzalez
Direct: 832-393-3225
Email:
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MAYOR PRO-TEM ED GONZALEZ 


Council Member, District H 
 


 
City Hall Annex  900 Bagby Street, 1st Floor  Houston, Texas 77002 


Phone: (832) 393-3003  Fax: (832) 393-3224  districth@houstontx.gov 


May 31, 2015 
 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P O Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251 
 
SENT VIA EMAIL: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 
 
Re: 4th Public Meeting on Proposed Recommended Alternative for the I-45 Expansion 
 
As the City of Houston’s Mayor Pro-Tem and District H City Council Member, I have listened to many constituents 
who will be impacted by the I-45 proposed Recommended Alternatives presented at the fourth Public Meeting. This 
proposed project traverses the heart of my council district and will have a huge impact on citizens, businesses, 
mobility, and the quality of life of our neighborhoods. As I have gathered information from my constituents, there is 
strong indication that community input has been considered and is continuing to be incorporated into a better-
designed project. 
 
The following are some of the concerns that have been expressed as related to each segment: 


 
Segment 1 between Beltway 8 to I-610 
There is a concern that this plan includes the possibility that 200 businesses may be lost, as well as 15 single 
family homes. Between Airline and I-610, proposed elimination of ROW (right-of-way) on the east side of I-
45 would impact Northline Commons and the businesses along the feeder, a potential alternative might be to 
take from the west side of the feeder. 
 
Segment 2 between I-610 and I-10 
Some of the neighborhoods most impacted by this segment are Lindale Park, First Ward, Glen Park, 
Germantown, and Woodland Heights. It is divided by two sections between I-610 and Cavalcade and 
Cavalcade and Quitman. A major worry is the proposed access at Fulton since the METRO Light Rail line 
exists along that corridor. Currently, there is only one lane in each direction on either side of the rail 
presenting a congestion problem.  
 
The neighborhood also requests that the current Irvington access to I-610 east and west not be eliminated. 
The proposed elimination of Cavalcade presents another concern, replacing it with Link is problematic as 
Link is a narrow street with lane restrictions. This would be the last proposed exit before Quitman and most 
of the community feels that it is a mistake to remove the Quitman ramp. 
 
There is a proposal to re-route I-45 Northbound via Houston Avenue past Quitman for I-45 access. Houston 
Avenue cannot support four lanes of traffic and creates no access to I-45 S. Re-routing I-45 S traffic through 
an entry ramp at North Street will destroy acres of trees and force drivers through neighborhoods. This 
should be abandoned as it could have a negative impact on the Germantown and Woodland Heights Historic 
Districts; most residents oppose this plan.  
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MAYOR PRO-TEM ED GONZALEZ 


Council Member, District H 
 


 
City Hall Annex  900 Bagby Street, 1st Floor  Houston, Texas 77002 


Phone: (832) 393-3003  Fax: (832) 393-3224  districth@houstontx.gov 


The suggestion to change Houston Avenue near N. Main to one-way south will cause lack of connectivity 
and adversely affect the neighborhood by driving additional traffic into the community. Houston Avenue is 
the primary artery for traffic entering and exiting the First Ward, making it one-way will make access to the 
neighborhood extremely difficult. 
 
The expansion of I-45 will increase the already elevated noise levels to all residents of Germantown, especially 
since the proposed design does not include elevated frontage roads to reduce noise levels from N. Main to 
Quitman. 
 
Segment 3 Downtown Loop System  
A major portion of design borders the First Ward. The encroachment at Holly and Spring is of primary 
concern since it impacts the house at the corner. There is ample ROW on opposite side of I-45 and could 
cause less impact. 
 
The proposal would encroach on American Statesmen Park between the eastern ends of Edwards and 
Bingham Streets. This park features an installation of 18 foot presidential busts by one of the pioneering 
members of the artist community for which First Ward has become renowned. The community wishes that 
careful consideration be taken to preserve this installation or to move it back to continue to occupy the same 
position relative to the freeway. 
 
Measures for sound mitigation, landscaping, beautification and water detention/drainage in areas where 
freeway abuts the communities of District H should be taken into consideration. 
 
The City of Houston has adopted a Complete Streets program and would like TxDOT to be aware of local 
projects that are centered on mobility. Therefore, it is requested  that TxDOT increase coordination with the 
Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership in preserving the existing trail system during and 
after construction - making provisions for the trail extensions currently in planning stages. It is also requested 
that TxDOT increase coordination with the Texas Central Railway and the Gulf Coast Rail District to 
investigate how the High Speed Rail project (now studying a route to downtown via I-10) might be integrated 
with the I-45 project.  


 
I believe that many of the Recommended Alternatives that TxDOT has proposed will improve safety and provide for 
better mobility around the City of Houston. I urge TxDOT to review all comments and make decisions which will not 
negatively impact the established neighborhoods in my Council District. Please continue to inform Houstonians and 
coordinate with stakeholders to continue to think outside the box to compile creative solutions that benefit the entire 
city. 
 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Ed Gonzalez 
Mayor Pro-Tem 
Council Member, District H  
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MAYOR PRO-TEM ED GONZALEZ

Council Member, District H 

City Hall Annex  900 Bagby Street, 1st Floor  Houston, Texas 77002 
Phone: (832) 393-3003  Fax: (832) 393-3224  districth@houstontx.gov 

May 31, 2015 

Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation 
P O Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251 

SENT VIA EMAIL: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: 4th Public Meeting on Proposed Recommended Alternative for the I-45 Expansion 

As the City of Houston’s Mayor Pro-Tem and District H City Council Member, I have listened to many constituents 
who will be impacted by the I-45 proposed Recommended Alternatives presented at the fourth Public Meeting. This 
proposed project traverses the heart of my council district and will have a huge impact on citizens, businesses, 
mobility, and the quality of life of our neighborhoods. As I have gathered information from my constituents, there is 
strong indication that community input has been considered and is continuing to be incorporated into a better-
designed project. 

The following are some of the concerns that have been expressed as related to each segment: 

Segment 1 between Beltway 8 to I-610 
There is a concern that this plan includes the possibility that 200 businesses may be lost, as well as 15 single 
family homes. Between Airline and I-610, proposed elimination of ROW (right-of-way) on the east side of I-
45 would impact Northline Commons and the businesses along the feeder, a potential alternative might be to 
take from the west side of the feeder. 

Segment 2 between I-610 and I-10 
Some of the neighborhoods most impacted by this segment are Lindale Park, First Ward, Glen Park, 
Germantown, and Woodland Heights. It is divided by two sections between I-610 and Cavalcade and 
Cavalcade and Quitman. A major worry is the proposed access at Fulton since the METRO Light Rail line 
exists along that corridor. Currently, there is only one lane in each direction on either side of the rail 
presenting a congestion problem.  

The neighborhood also requests that the current Irvington access to I-610 east and west not be eliminated. 
The proposed elimination of Cavalcade presents another concern, replacing it with Link is problematic as 
Link is a narrow street with lane restrictions. This would be the last proposed exit before Quitman and most 
of the community feels that it is a mistake to remove the Quitman ramp. 

There is a proposal to re-route I-45 Northbound via Houston Avenue past Quitman for I-45 access. Houston 
Avenue cannot support four lanes of traffic and creates no access to I-45 S. Re-routing I-45 S traffic through 
an entry ramp at North Street will destroy acres of trees and force drivers through neighborhoods. This 
should be abandoned as it could have a negative impact on the Germantown and Woodland Heights Historic 
Districts; most residents oppose this plan.  
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MAYOR PRO-TEM ED GONZALEZ

Council Member, District H 

City Hall Annex  900 Bagby Street, 1st Floor  Houston, Texas 77002 
Phone: (832) 393-3003  Fax: (832) 393-3224   

The suggestion to change Houston Avenue near N. Main to one-way south will cause lack of connectivity 
and adversely affect the neighborhood by driving additional traffic into the community. Houston Avenue is 
the primary artery for traffic entering and exiting the First Ward, making it one-way will make access to the 
neighborhood extremely difficult. 

The expansion of I-45 will increase the already elevated noise levels to all residents of Germantown, especially 
since the proposed design does not include elevated frontage roads to reduce noise levels from N. Main to 
Quitman. 

Segment 3 Downtown Loop System 
A major portion of design borders the First Ward. The encroachment at Holly and Spring is of primary 
concern since it impacts the house at the corner. There is ample ROW on opposite side of I-45 and could 
cause less impact. 

The proposal would encroach on American Statesmen Park between the eastern ends of Edwards and 
Bingham Streets. This park features an installation of 18 foot presidential busts by one of the pioneering 
members of the artist community for which First Ward has become renowned. The community wishes that 
careful consideration be taken to preserve this installation or to move it back to continue to occupy the same 
position relative to the freeway. 

Measures for sound mitigation, landscaping, beautification and water detention/drainage in areas where 
freeway abuts the communities of District H should be taken into consideration. 

The City of Houston has adopted a Complete Streets program and would like TxDOT to be aware of local 
projects that are centered on mobility. Therefore, it is requested  that TxDOT increase coordination with the 
Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership in preserving the existing trail system during and 
after construction - making provisions for the trail extensions currently in planning stages. It is also requested 
that TxDOT increase coordination with the Texas Central Railway and the Gulf Coast Rail District to 
investigate how the High Speed Rail project (now studying a route to downtown via I-10) might be integrated 
with the I-45 project.  

I believe that many of the Recommended Alternatives that TxDOT has proposed will improve safety and provide for 
better mobility around the City of Houston. I urge TxDOT to review all comments and make decisions which will not 
negatively impact the established neighborhoods in my Council District. Please continue to inform Houstonians and 
coordinate with stakeholders to continue to think outside the box to compile creative solutions that benefit the entire 
city. 

Sincerely, 

Ed Gonzalez 
Mayor Pro-Tem 
Council Member, District H 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:13:56 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Hope Sanford  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 2:18 PM
To: 
Cc: HOU-PIOWebMail; 

Subject: Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Boy damn HOWDY, darlin- you write one badass carta. Beautifully done, I'm keepin' ya on
my team!!

On Fri, May 29, 2015 at 10:55 AM,  wrote:
To:  Texas Department of Transportation

My name is Deyadira Trevino, I was born and raised in Houston, TX. I consider Central North
Houston to be my home and I am an active member of many neighborhoods along the I-45 route
proposed for expansion. I am submitting the attached comment letter to be added to the official
record on this project. In addition, I am also requesting to be added to future updates regarding
these projects since many residents in the surrounding areas will also be impacted by these
changes. Thank you. 

Attentively, 

Deyadira Trevino
Community Health Worker-Houston 
Ph: (713) 323.0968
Email:
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:14:05 AM
Attachments: TxDOT.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Susan Snider 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 2:10 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Please see my comments in the attached document.

Regards,

Susan Snider
2812 Morrison St.
Houston, TX  77009
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I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed by TxDOT, I do not do business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0. All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0. Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0. Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

0. Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

0. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 	All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically separated (e.g. concrete barrier), wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes through some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Suggest holding a design competition and have the community vote on the winner.

2.2 	Houston Ave. must remain a two-way street.  Eliminating it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets (creating dangerous traffic patterns and increasing safety concerns).  Recommend having Houston Ave. 2  lanes southbound, 2 lanes northbound with a designated, barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 	When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light north backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed traffic signals.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help, and would be possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location.

2.4 	The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. must be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers, and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 	Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width ramp, banking the roadway,  and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 	From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting,  or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7	I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8	On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass, could be considered.

2.9	On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10	On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11	The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12	There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13	On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.



Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1	I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2	I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, West side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3	There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT coordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways, and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4	Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, and Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5	Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6	TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TxDOT construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 / I- 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   Continuing to widen freeway lanes is not feasible or practical, and at some point commuter rail will be needed.

3.7	Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8	Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9	Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10	TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11	Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12	I suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertaining cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13	TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14	Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15	There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16	Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17	Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed by TxDOT, I do not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2 Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal 
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove 
sound from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST 
side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / 
detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as 
architectural-styled bridges that have physically separated (e.g. concrete barrier), wide 
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section 
of I-45 passes through some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that 
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-
ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Suggest holding a design 
competition and have the community vote on the winner. 

2.2 Houston Ave. must remain a two-way street.  Eliminating it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets (creating dangerous traffic patterns and increasing safety concerns).  
Recommend having Houston Ave. 2  lanes southbound, 2 lanes northbound with a designated, 
barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp 
can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). 
This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in 
place.  

E 250-2



Page 2 

2.3 When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that 
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light 
north backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double 
turn lane left with better timed traffic signals.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help, and 
would be possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location. 

2.4 The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston 
Ave northbound to North St. must be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into 
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers, and creates 
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this 
connector road. 

2.5 Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane 
width ramp, banking the roadway,  and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping 
of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this 
project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a 
later date.  Also any life safety, lighting,  or other issues can be engineered and implemented at 
a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.  

2.7 I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston 
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit 
near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to 
northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass, could be considered. 

2.9 On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible 
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-
over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street 
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not 
be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare 
street. 
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2.11 The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most 
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other 
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance 
northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be 
improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the 
increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due 
to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic 
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and 
designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept 
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce 
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also 
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, West 
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing 
I-45 North or South.

3.3 There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT 
coordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure 
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways, and to ensure replacement in kind 
of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a 
working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and 
minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, and 
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual 
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  
Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any 
life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at 
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the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities 
on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 

3.6 TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas 
Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west 
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TxDOT construction, residents want all 
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor 
and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 / I- 45 interchange and 
south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   Continuing to widen freeway lanes is 
not feasible or practical, and at some point commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7 Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8 Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to 
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of 
the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life 
span and not the time that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9 Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities 
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed 
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The 
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate 
concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the 
alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large 
areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U 
of H. 

3.12 I suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertaining cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
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3.13 TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway 
expansion plans that are easily understood.  

3.14 Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown 
on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues 
can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships 
to achieve this. 

3.17 Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in 
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the 
Burnett station.   
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Please see my comments in the attached document.
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2812 Morrison St.
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I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed by TxDOT, I do not do business with TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0. All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0. Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0. Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

0. Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

0. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 	All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically separated (e.g. concrete barrier), wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes through some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Suggest holding a design competition and have the community vote on the winner.

2.2 	Houston Ave. must remain a two-way street.  Eliminating it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets (creating dangerous traffic patterns and increasing safety concerns).  Recommend having Houston Ave. 2  lanes southbound, 2 lanes northbound with a designated, barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 	When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light north backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed traffic signals.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help, and would be possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location.

2.4 	The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. must be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers, and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 	Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width ramp, banking the roadway,  and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 	From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting,  or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7	I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8	On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass, could be considered.

2.9	On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10	On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11	The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12	There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13	On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.



Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1	I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2	I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, West side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3	There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT coordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways, and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4	Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, and Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5	Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6	TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TxDOT construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 / I- 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   Continuing to widen freeway lanes is not feasible or practical, and at some point commuter rail will be needed.

3.7	Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8	Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9	Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10	TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11	Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12	I suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertaining cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13	TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14	Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15	There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16	Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17	Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  



[bookmark: _GoBack]Regards, 

Susan Snider

2812 Morrison St.

Houston, TX 77009

	Page 5





Page 1 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am not employed by TxDOT, I do not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2 Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal 
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove 
sound from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST 
side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / 
detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as 
architectural-styled bridges that have physically separated (e.g. concrete barrier), wide 
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section 
of I-45 passes through some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that 
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-
ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard).  Suggest holding a design 
competition and have the community vote on the winner. 

2.2 Houston Ave. must remain a two-way street.  Eliminating it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets (creating dangerous traffic patterns and increasing safety concerns).  
Recommend having Houston Ave. 2  lanes southbound, 2 lanes northbound with a designated, 
barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp 
can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). 
This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in 
place.  
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2.3 When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that 
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light 
north backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double 
turn lane left with better timed traffic signals.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help, and 
would be possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location. 

2.4 The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston 
Ave northbound to North St. must be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into 
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers, and creates 
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this 
connector road. 

2.5 Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane 
width ramp, banking the roadway,  and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping 
of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this 
project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a 
later date.  Also any life safety, lighting,  or other issues can be engineered and implemented at 
a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.  

2.7 I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston 
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit 
near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to 
northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass, could be considered. 

2.9 On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic through 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible 
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-
over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street 
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not 
be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare 
street. 
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2.11 The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most 
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other 
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance 
northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be 
improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the 
increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due 
to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic 
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and 
designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept 
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce 
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also 
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, West 
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing 
I-45 North or South.

3.3 There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT 
coordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure 
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways, and to ensure replacement in kind 
of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a 
working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and 
minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, and 
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual 
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  
Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any 
life safety, lighting, or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at 
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the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities 
on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 

3.6 TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas 
Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west 
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TxDOT construction, residents want all 
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor 
and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 / I- 45 interchange and 
south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   Continuing to widen freeway lanes is 
not feasible or practical, and at some point commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7 Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8 Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to 
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of 
the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life 
span and not the time that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9 Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities 
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed 
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The 
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate 
concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the 
alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large 
areas of future growth.  TxDOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U 
of H. 

3.12 I suggest extending the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertaining cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
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3.13 TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway 
expansion plans that are easily understood.  

3.14 Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown 
on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting, or other issues 
can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships 
to achieve this. 

3.17 Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in 
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the 
Burnett station.   

Regards, 

Susan Snider 
2812 Morrison St. 
Houston, TX 77009 
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Pierce Sky Park
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:18:25 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Jamie M  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 1:36 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Sky Park

To All,
 I enthusiastically support this project. A great idea.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment regarding North Houston I-45 highway project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:18:35 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Tom  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 1:18 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comment regarding North Houston I-45 highway project

To whom it may concern at TXDOT:

I am writing to express my opinions and recommendations regarding some of the proposed
changes to I-45 in the central and north Houston area. I own both residential property (my
home) and commercial retail property in the area immediately to the west of I-45  and
north of I-10, in the Woodland Heights neighborhood, and pay a significant sum in yearly
property taxes, so I am both qualified and entitled to have my opinion heard regarding this
matter.

Since this project is massive in scale, and addresses an area along the entire corridor from
Beltway 8 to south of downtown, I will focus my comments on the segment closest to my
property. However I will say that I am fully opposed to any changes that would cause
increased cut-through traffic in any residential neighborhoods anywhere along the project
length. I also fully support the recommendation to build the freeway in such a manner that
it can be capped with concrete panels to create a park above. I fully insist that there must
be sound mitigation measures taken to reduce freeway noise, and that there must be noise
barrier walls for all residential neighborhoods and parks.

Many of our neighbors have discussed this matter, and have agreed on a number of
recommendations. In particular, I personally strongly agree with the following:

– All bridges that are to be removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be
rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example)
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separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly
lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the
bridges should reflect that character.

– Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.

–When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location.

– The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.

– From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.

– In addition to a sound barrier, I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the
southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for additional sound and
visual insulation.

– On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.

– On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We
need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic
though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2.
A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible,
place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to
southbound I-45.

– On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood
street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit
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should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major
thoroughfare street.

– The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound.
Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance
northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be
improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the
increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

In conclusion, although I personally am most interested in the segment between I-10 and I-
45, and the recommendations listed above, what is most important to remember is that this
area encompasses some of the oldest neighborhoods in Houston, and has been the location of
significant personal investment by thousands of individuals who have chosen to live and
work here, and in turn have revitalized and created one of the most desirable areas of the
city. Many of us have restored and preserved old homes and commercial buildings, and pay
significant yearly property taxes. The quality of life of these people and neighborhoods
deserve primary consideration in this freeway design. 

thank you for your time.

Tom Helm
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:18:49 AM
Attachments: image003.gif

image002.png

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Sandra Lynch  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:39 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project

Dear Tx Dot Director of Project Development:

I have heard many positive comments about the Pierce Skypark Concept in my daily business
conversations since the Houston Chronicle article recently.  I am not on the project team, but I have
sufficient knowledge of the project and its myriad of benefits to our City to understand that it could be
Houston’s next Discovery Green and give our City some long-overdue recognition.  I fully support
Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in the I-45
Downtown Expansion Project and hope that TXDot will as well.   

Thank you,

Sandra C. Lynch
Associate Principal / Client Development Manager

TEL 713 871 8484
DIRECT 713 658 2176
CELL 281 216 4878
FAX 713 871 8440

Page Southerland Page, Inc.
1100 Louisiana Suite One
Houston, TX 77002
pagethink.com

ARCHITECTURE / ENGINEERING / INTERIORS / CONSULTING
Austin / Dallas / Denver / Houston / Washington DC / International Affiliate Offices
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:18:59 AM
Attachments: TxDOT Comments.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: robert killian  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:36 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Attached are my comments as a Houston Heights resident on the proposed
project. Thank you, Robert J Killian

E 255-1

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Page | 1

[bookmark: _GoBack]To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	From: Robert Killian

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation  From: Robert Killian 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

E 255-3



P a g e  | 3 

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
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Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
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From: Emily Trout  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:27 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: N. Houston Hwy Improvement Project

Dear Sir or Madam:  Please find my comments regarding the TxDOT N. Houston Hwy Improvement
Project attached.  As a resident on Morrison Street, I am very concerned about the traffic that will
be re-routed along my street if TxDOT continues with its original plan. 

Not only is Morison a major walking street for children attending Travis Elementary, we also have
the Highland Park Care Center (a nursing home) on our street.  The residents of Highland Park are
often afforded a chance to get out of the care center when their family and friends visit and take
them for walks along Morrison.  The majority of these residents are wheel-chair bound and
additional traffic would pose a great danger to those residents. 

The east side of Woodland Heights needs to remain a proper neighborhood, not a highway feeder
in order to maintain the quality of life and property values in the area.  High-end new buildings are
being constructed all along Morrison, if the city of Houston wants to see the full benefit of the
property taxes that these single-family homes will generate, TxDOT needs to seriously consider our
comments.  If TxDOT turns our neighborhood into a highway feeder, these homes will not sell and
the full value will not be realized.  Thank you for your consideration.      

All the Best,

Emily Trout
www.KaganCellars.com

713-459-8031
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[bookmark: _GoBack]To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project.
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:19:15 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Nicola Parente  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:14 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project.

I support the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project.

This would add great beauty to our city to be enjoyed by its people and visitors alike.

Nicola

N I C O L A     P A R E  N T E     
Abstract / Contemporary Artist
Studio:   713.922.6327
Email:     
Web:   http://www.nicolaparente.com
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:19:25 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

ATT00001.txt

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Pam Lowe 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:10 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  







Sent from my iPad
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW:
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:19:46 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Larissa Lindsay  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:58 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject:

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:

Though-out all Segments:

1.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

1.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that
are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound 
from entering neighborhoods.

1.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
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Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while
the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the
additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with
floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by
building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
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future date. 

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. 
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound.
Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance
northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be
improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the
increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better
engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial

E 260-3



connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  

I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project
will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting
or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the
road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public
private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  

Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities
working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not
routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen
freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  

Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not
the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
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facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  

Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station.

Sincerely,
Larissa Lindsay
1816 Kane Street
Houston, Texas 77007
713-540-0551
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:19:46 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Lauren Lindsay  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:56 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings.

The recent flooding gave me a new perspective on the proposed changes, since the entrances to I-
45 were flooded, so the traffic seeking to enter the highway came down my street. I work from
home and my desk window faces the street.  Until almost noon, there was a car almost every 5
seconds coming down my street, many going way over the speed limit.  At times the back-up from
Morrison to get onto White Oak was 5 or more cars deep.  My fear is that this would completely
change the residential aspect of our neighborhood and make it a much more dangerous area to live
and work.  We walk daily two and from Travis Elementary school and the cars flying doing
Beauchamp each morning are already more than makes me comfortable, even with crossing guards.
  I am very concerned about the proposed changes and what it would mean to our neighborhood.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier

walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
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1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.
This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by
retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near

E 261-2



Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
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issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
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engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station. 

Thank you for your consideration during this feedback period.

Sincerely,
Lauren Lindsay
2808 Morrison St.   77009

Lauren G. Lindsay, CFP
Director of Financial Planning
Personal Financial Advisors
www.mypfa.com
direct: 985 773 0014
fax: 985 635 4660
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From:
To: Pat Henry
Cc: HOU-PIOWebMail; 
Subject: RE: Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Sunday, May 31, 2015 4:50:45 PM

Many thanks.

Roksan Okan-Vick, FAIA
Executive Director

Houston Parks Board
300 North Post Oak Lane
Houston, Tx. 77024
P: 713-942-8500 x-11
F: 713-942-7664

www.houstonparksboard.org
www.bayougreenways.org  

From: Pat Henry [mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov] 
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 4:48 PM
To: Roksan Okan-Vick
Cc: HOU-PIOWebMail; Catherine Butsch
Subject: Re: Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Got it.

Sent from my iPad

On May 31, 2015, at 1:59 PM, Roksan Okan-Vick  wrote:

Please confirm receipt.
Thank you.
Roksan

Roksan Okan-Vick, FAIA
Executive Director

Houston Parks Board
300 North Post Oak Lane
Houston, Tx. 77024
P: 713-942-8500 x-11
F: 713-942-7664

www.houstonparksboard.org
www.bayougreenways.org  

From: Catherine Butsch 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:48 AM
To: hou-piowebmail@txdot.gov
Cc: Roksan Okan-Vick
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Subject: Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement
Project

Please find attached a letter from the Houston Parks Board with our comments on the
North Houston Highway Improvement Project.

Please confirm that you have received this.

Best,

Catherine

Catherine Butsch
Communications Manager
Houston Parks Board -- Parks By You!

300 North Post Oak Lane
Houston, Tx. 77024
P: 713-942-8500 x18
F: 713-942-7664
www.houstonparksboard.org
www.bayougreenways.org  

<Houston Parks Board comments on North Houston Highway Improvement
Project May 2015.pdf>

Talk. Text. Crash.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment letter for TxDOT (attached)
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:14 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

image002.png
N.Main.Houston.b.w.jpg
TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Ken Keeling  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:39 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: FW: Comment letter for TxDOT (attached)

Gentlemen:

I am a resident (528 Bayland) and business owner (3310 Katy Freeway).  I am not employed by TxDOT.  I do
not do business with TxDOT and I will not benefit monetarily from the project.

I agree with most of the comments submitted by Jim Weston, I-45 Coalition set forth in the enclosed letter.

I have an additional thought:

Houston Avenue essentially runs through a residential area and separates the residential neighborhood from
Woodland Park.  Houston Avenue is presently a main connector of areas north of Memorial Drive and west of
I-10 to I-45 since other routes are inconvenient.  It would be good if southbound traffic along Houston Avenue
south of Main Street could be diverted,  perhaps to a feeder road along I-45 and west of Woodland Park, at
least to Quitman.

We appreciate your efforts to keep highways safe and efficient.

Regards,
Ken Keeling

Keeling Law Firm
3310 Katy Freeway, 2nd Floor
Houston, Texas 77007
Phone 713.686.2222
Fax 713.579.3058

This email and any attachments contain information from Keeling Patents & Trademarks, L.L.C., which may be confidential and/or
privileged.  The information is intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named on this email.  If you are not the intended
recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this email is prohibited.  If you receive this email in
error, please notify us by reply email immediately so that we can arrange for the retrieval of the original documents at no cost to you.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  





From: I-45 Coalition  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 2:54 AM
To: I-45 Coalition
Subject: Comment letter for TxDOT (attached)

Hello I-45 Coalition member..

Attached is the comment letter that I am recommending that you send to TxDOT prior to May 31st. May 31
(Sunday) is the deadline for comments to be added to the official record on this project.

The meeting that we held on May 27 was well attended and very beneficiall for all who were able to attend.
The attached comment letter includes the majority thoughts on the project.

I would suggest you read the letter and if there are any areas that you do not agree with .. simply delete those
item(s) or change them to reflect your thinking.  It is important that you do tell TxDOT what it is that YOU
want done.

The email address to TxDOT is in the letter.  If you prefer to submit on-line thru the TxDOT web site, go to 
www.ih45northandmore.com   and click on tab "Comments/Contact Us".

I have also attached a photo/mock-up of the suggested re-routing of Houston Ave (item 2.2 on the letter) to
show you what, we think is the best method to keep 2-way traffic on Houston Ave and NOT force passing
traffic thru residential neighborhoods. 

You can (and should) send multiple comments to TxDOT to help them understand what exactly you want done
to your highway, your streets and your neighborhoods.

As always, thank you for staying involved!

Jim Weston
I-45 Coalition
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Improvement Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:20 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: JOSEPH LOCKS  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:06 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Improvement Comments

To:  Texas Department of Transportation        
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  
I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 
1. – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.
2. - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification
included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of
Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards
the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering
neighborhoods.
3. – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel
levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 
1. Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
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with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments
and by building above grade. 
2. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain
access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design
competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
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2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail. 
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South. 
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans. 
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
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achieve this. 
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue. 
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed. 
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H. 
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.  
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station.   

 Thank you for your consideration, 

Joe Locks 
281-857-0418
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:34 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.TrevinoFINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Dee yadira  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:56 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

To:  Texas Department of Transportation

My name is Deyadira Trevino, I was born and raised in Houston, TX. I consider Central North
Houston to be my home and I am an active member of many neighborhoods along the I-45 route
proposed for expansion. I am submitting the attached comment letter to be added to the official
record on this project. In addition, I am also requesting to be added to future updates regarding
these projects since many residents in the surrounding areas will also be impacted by these
changes. Thank you. 

Attentively, 

Deyadira Trevino
Community Health Worker-Houston 
Ph: (713) 323.0968
Email: 
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

0.4 – Incorporate Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design to curb or prevent potential loitering and undesired spaces underneath highway bridges by allowing for appropriate lighting at night. 

0.5 –It is vital to the economic stability and vitality of Houstonians that any and all proposed construction of this proposed infrastructure utilize the talents and skill of working men and women of our city. All contractors and subcontractors should be local, as well as, hire locally to stimulate our local economy and sustainability. Texas Department of Transportation should also invest in skill trainings at local community colleges and area high school to recruit talent from the neighborhoods where these projects are proposed.  

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There needs to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps a local Houston artist design submission that impacted communities can vote for?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. By eliminating a two-way street you limit the neighborhoods access to emergency assistance vehicles necessary to the safety and health of the community.

2.3 –When the N.Main Bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. The construction of this road will also negatively impact school buses, METRO and create a traffic signal burden for the residents of this community to wait for the City of Houston to implement appropriate traffic controls to address incoming traffic. This connector/service road will also introduce high speed traffic in a neighborhood not use to elevated speeds in a residential community, creating the potential for a higher number of pedestrian casualties and automobile accidents. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. Considering the flooding event on I-45 on May 25, 2015 our neighborhoods cannot afford to eliminate exit ramps that serve as an escape route for cars stranded in highway flooding at I-45 and N. Main. Additionally, these exits are essential to the neighborhoods they feed into. By eliminating these exits we are faced with congested merging lanes at I-45 and N. Main causing a back traffic effect at peak drive times.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. It is detrimental that any future construction with Hardy Toll Road extension also incorporate input from North and South Cavalcade Superfund site leadership in conjunction with EPA, TCEQ and Texas Environmental Justice Advocacy Services to review and evaluate construction around and near hazardous zones. 

3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

0.4 – Incorporate Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design to curb or prevent potential loitering 
and undesired spaces underneath highway bridges by allowing for appropriate lighting at night. 

0.5 –It is vital to the economic stability and vitality of Houstonians that any and all proposed 
construction of this proposed infrastructure utilize the talents and skill of working men and women 
of our city. All contractors and subcontractors should be local, as well as, hire locally to stimulate our 
local economy and sustainability. Texas Department of Transportation should also invest in skill 
trainings at local community colleges and area high school to recruit talent from the neighborhoods 
where these projects are proposed.   

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There needs to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
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pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps a local Houston artist design submission that impacted 
communities can vote for? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. By 
eliminating a two-way street you limit the neighborhoods access to emergency assistance vehicles 
necessary to the safety and health of the community. 

2.3 –When the N.Main Bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. The 
construction of this road will also negatively impact school buses, METRO and create a traffic signal 
burden for the residents of this community to wait for the City of Houston to implement appropriate 
traffic controls to address incoming traffic. This connector/service road will also introduce high speed 
traffic in a neighborhood not use to elevated speeds in a residential community, creating the potential 
for a higher number of pedestrian casualties and automobile accidents.  

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  
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2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. Considering the flooding event on I-45 on May 25, 
2015 our neighborhoods cannot afford to eliminate exit ramps that serve as an escape route for cars 
stranded in highway flooding at I-45 and N. Main. Additionally, these exits are essential to the 
neighborhoods they feed into. By eliminating these exits we are faced with congested merging lanes at 
I-45 and N. Main causing a back traffic effect at peak drive times.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 
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3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 
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3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. It is 
detrimental that any future construction with Hardy Toll Road extension also incorporate input from 
North and South Cavalcade Superfund site leadership in conjunction with EPA, TCEQ and Texas 
Environmental Justice Advocacy Services to review and evaluate construction around and near 
hazardous zones.  

3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvements I-45
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:39 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Florence Clark  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:54 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvements I-45

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed
them below:
Though-out all Segments:

0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods
that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a
design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both
vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of
vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.
0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses,
while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize
the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts
with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and
by building above grade.
1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access
to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
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wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn
light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge,
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge
may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers
and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or
need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. 
Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as
compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.          
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.
We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase
traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on
I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-
45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South
St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better
engineered and designed for traffic.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial
connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or
US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. 
TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to
work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX DOT construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is
impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be
needed.
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3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control
to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at
the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide
easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments
made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail
line and the Burnett station. 

Florence Clark
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:45 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:53 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1    – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2     - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound
from entering neighborhoods.

0.3    – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1    Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST
side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention /
detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2    There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
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businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell,
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north,
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project. 
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done
simultaneously rather than at a future date.    
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-
45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit
to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional
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connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton.
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide
a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North
or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement
and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will
not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues
can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed
to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX DOT construction, residents want all entities
working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed
through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point,
commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and
not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the
expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
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connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with
I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future
growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett
station.

E 268-4



From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:49 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Clark, Florence  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:51 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier

walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.

This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by
retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
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I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.
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Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX DOT construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
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bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station.

Florence Clark
2131 San Felipe
Houston, TX  77019

Phone:  713-521-3377
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Fax:       713-521-3950

e-mail:  
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:20:56 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Justin Engle  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:32 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

To Whom It May Concern:

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  As a resident and business
owner in the area that will be affected by the proposed changes and construction, I have listed my
comments on the project:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier

walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.

This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by
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retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.
1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to

businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of 
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.                 

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit at
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit at Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by
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anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an
exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street
above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, the exit should be located at Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.  TxDOT should work with the various community groups
who have a stake in the Little White Oak Bayou to extend the current trail along Little White Oak
Bayou and under I-45.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
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doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station. 

Please take these comments and others comments in to consideration for this project.

Kind regards,

Justin Engle 

Founder / Head Brewer
Town in City Brewing Company
1125 West Cavalcade
Houston Heights, TX 77009

Business: (832) 409-1650
Personal: (303) 547-2267
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:01 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.odt

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Tim Goings 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:25 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I am a property owner and live at 308 Archer Street in Houston, 2 blocks from the I45 feeder and 4
blocks from I45 and N. Main intersection.  I have been a resident in this neighborhood for 33 years and
I am in complete agreement with the I45 Coalition comments submitted on this topic.  I have attached
those comments below.  I am also the Chapter 42 Committee Chairman for Montie Beach Civic Club.

Thanks for your consideration.

Tim Goings
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	  Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

				– All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.



		 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.



		– Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.









Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

				Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.



		There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.









Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.  It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.  Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation     Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments:

1.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound
barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project. 

1.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods 
that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that 
is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal 
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove 
sound from entering neighborhoods. 

1.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of 
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the 
west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional 
R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be 
mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access 
to businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 
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2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp 
can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout 
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 
traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for 
the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion 
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or 
other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather 
than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 
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2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 

E 271-4



P a g e  | 4

engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it 
later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
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3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all 
freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that 
are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Public Reply to the Proposed Changes to I-45 in Houston by TXDOT
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:11 AM
Attachments: 20150529102037643.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Pat Rutledge  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:24 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:
Subject: Public Reply to the Proposed Changes to I-45 in Houston by TXDOT

My wife, Jayne Porter, and I have lived in the Woodland Height community for more than 25 years
and over that time have taken an active role in many civic and community improvement projects. 
We have watched with concern and anxiety all the proposals from TXDOT over the years to expand
I-45.  We have worked with the I-45 Coalition over the years and have been involved with the
creation of the attached carefully crafted reply.

Please include this in your data base of replies from concerned citizens.

Thank you.

Pat Rutledge
607 Gladys
Houston, TX  77009

Patrick W. Rutledge, MBA
Senior Loan Officer
Flagstone Financial Services, Inc.
1800 Bering Drive, Suite 100,  Houston, TX 77057 Direct Phone 713-458-3266  Secure Fax Server
713-458-3299, Mobile 713-542-7388        www.flagstonemortgage.com
NMLS #1033124
Flagstone Financial NMLS #337283
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:25 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image.png
TxDOT ltr.FINAL.DOCX

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Hall, William Blake  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 9:48 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: Hall, William Blake
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Attached are my formal comments to your proposed North freeway Improvement Project.

While I do agree improvements need to be made to this section of the North Freeway the
residential and commercial businesses must not be adversely impacted.   Your proposed routing
goes through the oldest neighborhoods as well as some of the oldest economically sensitive
established businesses.

Please consider the attached list of proposed changes before making any final plans.

Thank you for your attention.

Blake Hall
Resident Woodland Heights
2719 Beauchamp

Safety topic for June..”Barrier Model for Safety”
Every Task …The Right Way…Every Time!

Please give CSOC Feedback at this LINK… CSOC Feedback
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  





Blake Hall
Chevron - EMC RBU Team Lead East/ Project Manager 
4800 Fournace 
BOB W520C    
Bellaire, Texas 77401
P 713-432-2633 
C 713-818-1510 

GreenBlue

Give me details!
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it, may
contain information that is confidential, proprietary, constitutes a trade secret or is legally privileged.  If you are not the intended
recipient, or responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
use of any of the information contained in or attached to this transmission is PROHIBITED.  If you have received this transmission in
error, please immediately notify me by reply e-mail at  or by telephone at (713) 432-2633 and delete or
destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading them or saving them to a disk.  Thank you.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:30 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Julie Hendricks  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 9:46 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Dear TXDot,

As a resident of Brookesmith subdividion, I would like to submit these comments on the North Houston
Highway Improvement Project.  They were written by the 1-45 Coalition, and I agree with each item.

___

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for
the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:
0.1   – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier

walls, must be installed as part of this project.
0.2    - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove
sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3   – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
1.1   Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.

This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the
WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by
retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2   There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
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businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of
I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and
then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated
entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently
in place.
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go
north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double
turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible
since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates
dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this
connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual
capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of
this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much
lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound
I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
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location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over”
exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. 
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be
created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays
due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic
delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and
designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also
provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45
North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure
enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of
any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize
added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as
opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to
achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
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issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all
entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and
not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes
and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination
of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span
and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The
management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on
both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment
with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of
future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access
to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made
in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to
doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the
Burnett station. 
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Vice President, Director of EcoServices
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:37 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Sean Filipow  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 9:35 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Good day Sir or Madam,

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

I live near Houston Avenue and Spring Street and have some concerns on the proposed changes to I-
45, as they will greatly impact my neighborhood.  TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in
the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would
like to see happen.  I have listed my proposed changes below, with the items I am most concerned
with written in bold:

Throughout all Segments:
0.1          All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls,

must be installed as part of this project.

0.2          Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are

adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is

appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal

caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove

sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3          Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated

from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)
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1.1          Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.

This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has

many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the

WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by

retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2          There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to

businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1          All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as

architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide

pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section

of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that

character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-

ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design

competition?

2.2          Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto

neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then

a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated

entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to

current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is

currently in place.

2.3          When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that

will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go

north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double

turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is

possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4          The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston

Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into

residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates

dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this

connector road.

2.5          Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45

northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans

eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane

width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6          From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed

below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping
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of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this

project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road

project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a

later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a

much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.

2.7           I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern

edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8           On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. 

Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near

Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45,

taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9           On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another

exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by

anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit

immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the

proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10      On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a

stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be

located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11      The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current

plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will

expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is

between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the

acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at

Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional

connection to South St. maintained.

2.12      There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must

not negatively affect the trail.

2.13      On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and

instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the

METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton.

Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1          I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept

at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce

Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also

provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2          I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-

West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west
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side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while

accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3          There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT

co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure

enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind

of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a

working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and

minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4          Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown

Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,

Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support

eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of

this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road

project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. 

Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much

lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work

with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5          Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street

and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to

avoid this issue.

3.6          TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas

Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west

corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all

entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and

not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south

bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway

lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7          Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of

green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8          Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to

understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of

the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life

span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9          Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including

the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do

not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.
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3.10      TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management

District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The

management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns

on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11      Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the

connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment

with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of

future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12      I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park

connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus

areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13      TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access

to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway

expansion plans that are easily understood.

3.14      Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15      There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16      Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in

segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown

on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be

significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be

increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues

can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as

opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships

to achieve this.

3.17      Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in

the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the

Burnett station. 

Best Regards,
Sean Filipow
Product Manager

O: 281.233.5886
M: 765.412.1931
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway (I-45) Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:42 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Janet Roe  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 8:44 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: 
Subject: North Houston Highway (I-45) Improvement Project

To whom it may concern:

Please accept my comments below for the I-45 expansion project between I-10
and 610.

I am a resident of the Near Northside and access to my neighborhood will be impacted by the
proposed changes between I-10 and 610.

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do
Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project
that I am commenting on below.

I have listed my comments below:

Though-out all Segments:

1. – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to
install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

2. - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with
landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for
some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls
to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

3. – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound
decibel levels generated from the roadways.
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Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be
rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for
example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have
pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest
districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should
give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball”
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist
design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force
additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes
southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated
entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can
be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to
current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection
that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the
increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N.
Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder
traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better
timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since
all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that
connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This
design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres
of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By
implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp
that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the
610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC
affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower
ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45
will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure
that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts
the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project
will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later
date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and
implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future
date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder
of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being
eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over”
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exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of
the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at
Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will
greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in
the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit
immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to
Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or
collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to
Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going
North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit
from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an
exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and
Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic
that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the
Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that
traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington
is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for
traffic.

Thank you for your attention to my comments.

Janet Roe
4211 Darter St.
Houston, TX  77009
713.861.3538
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment letter for TxDOT
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:49 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 8:40 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comment letter for TxDOT

To:  Texas Department of Transportation 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls,
must be installed as part of this project.

0.2 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate
for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight
inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering
neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated
from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant
or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this
section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins,
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channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell,
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north,
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width,
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.
 Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done
simultaneously rather than at a future date.

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston
Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-
45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit
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to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street
with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at
Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.
 Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance
northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created
and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this
area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton.
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept
at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce
Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide
a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North
or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT
co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement
and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin,
Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of
these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will
not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues
can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed
to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this
issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas
Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west
corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities
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working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed
through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point,
commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the
expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and
not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the
expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with
I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future
growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas
and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion
plans that are easily understood.

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased
significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in
the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett
station.  

Lee Lindsay
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2808 Morrison St., Houston, TX  77009
Industry Manager - Oil & Gas
Endress + Hauser

T: 832-319-8422
E: 
www.us.endress.com
Disclaimer:

This communication and the information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential, privileged, proprietary, or copyrighted information or material. Any review, use, distribution, copying or disclosure, or taking
of any action in reliance upon, this information, in whole or in part,  by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error, please contact the sender by reply email and delete this email and any information
contained therein, from your system and any computer. This e-mail does not constitute a contract offer, a contract amendment, or an
acceptance of a contract offer unless explicitly and conspicuously designated or stated as such.  This e-mail does not constitute a
consent to the use of sender’s contact information for direct marketing purposes or for transfers of data to third parties. Internet e-
mails are not necessarily secure. We do not accept responsibility for changes made to this message after it was sent. To ensure
compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any information contained in this document (including any
attachments) that may be considered or interpreted as U.S. federal tax advice is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be
used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii)  promoting, marketing or recommending to
another party any transaction or matter addressed herein.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:21:54 AM
Attachments: I-45 TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Margaret Dower 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 7:52 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: I-45 Expansion Comments

I am a resident of Woodland Heights, immediately adjacent to I-45. I am attaching comments from our
last neighborhood meeting (particular points of interest are in boldface.)

Margaret Dower
1112 Highland
Houston 77009
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic 
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston 
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near 
Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, 
taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible 
location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to 
Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comment letter for IH45 project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:22:00 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

-----Original Message-----
From: Joe Muscara 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 7:46 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Comment letter for IH45 project

Dear Sirs:

I agree with what is suggested in the attached letter. I appreciate the fact that TxDOT is listening to us,
and has come up with what is overall a good plan for upgrades of Interstate 45 through Houston. I
believe the suggestions from the I-45 Coalition are mostly just tweaks that will make it even better.

Thanks again,
Joe Muscara
Houston TX
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:22:05 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 6:59 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

Dear. Sir or Madam,
Please address the concerns and suggestions below.
Thank you,
Cindy Martin
Woodland Heights Resident
7136285358
I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do
business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am
commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have
listed them below:
Though-out all Segments:
– All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier
walls, must be installed as part of this project.
- Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that

are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that
is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and
horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to
further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.
– Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels
generated from the roadways.
Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

E 280-1

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov


Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers.
This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side
has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W.
from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be
mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.
There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to
businesses.
Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)
2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated,
wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting.
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges
should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).
 Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional
traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes
northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45
south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-
traffic intersection that is currently in place. 
2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased
traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left
turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this
bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of
this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this
location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from
Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing
traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise
barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no
purpose or need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.
 Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes.
Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be
depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time
of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done
concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly
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as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a
future date.       
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45
along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at
N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We
must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the
proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton
overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.
We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase

traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of
Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is
not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from
Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector
street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS
designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North
on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound.
The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the
Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto
I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to
accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to
South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes
to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be
removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant
delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway
due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is
better engineered and designed for traffic.
Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this
concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions
of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
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important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without
Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10,
610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that
TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to
ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure
replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.
 TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown
Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress,
Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support
eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time
of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the
road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing
it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at
a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs
to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the
east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail
(Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from
the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction,
residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.
 Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this
plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail
will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of
First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to
understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west
side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual
project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.

Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts
area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or
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thousand’s in attendance.  
3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown
Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this
area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to
incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to
review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston
at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is
losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be
future growth for U of H.
3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain
cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas
are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is
important.
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy
access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected
freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into
downtown.
3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.
3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to
comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to
Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic
and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life
safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at
the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being
planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center
rail line and the Burnett station.  

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: FM-518, Pearland TX
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:22:11 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Gijo Joseph  
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 11:08 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: FM-518, Pearland TX

Hi,

Really excited to hear that plans are being drawn to widen this section. I  travel along this
stretch and is very congested. 

As I understand,  funding is not secured. As a citizen, would like to know what I can do to
help with that push to secure funding like calling a state representative,......

--
Regards,
Gijo Joseph
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: I-45 Expansion- New Bridges - Comments on Design concepts and interaction with stakeholder groups
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:23:02 AM
Attachments: I-45 - Design of Bridges.pdf

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Tami Merrick  
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 6:15 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc:

Subject: I-45 Expansion- New Bridges - Comments on Design concepts and interaction with
stakeholder groups

To TxDOT's Director of Project Development, 
Our communities in Segment 2 and 3 on the West side have been meeting regarding comments back
on the I-45 Expansion project.  There was allot of discussion on using the expansion project as an
opportunity to provide the new cross over bridges with better design that would express the identity of
areas surrounding downtown similar to I-59.  Providing way finding in the sea of freeways.  Primary
that it considers hike/ bike protection from cars.  Integration of landscape at connections to parks hike
and bike trails. Please see the attached and provide this as part of the project record documents for
scoping round 4.

thanks

Tami Merrick, AIA

Senior Associate / Senior Project Architect

TEL 713 871 8484
DIRECT 713 658 2167
FAX 713 871 8440

Page Southerland Page, Inc.
1100 Louisiana Suite One
Houston, TX 77002
pagethink.com

ARCHITECTURE / ENGINEERING / INTERIORS / PLANNING / CONSULTING
Austin / Dallas / Denver / Houston / San Francisco / Washington DC /
International Affiliate Offices
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I 45 Expansion –Bridge Design in Neighborhoods- Pedestrians and Cars 
 


The I-45 Expansion project is proposing the demolition of many street bridges crossing the I-45 project.  In many 
cases the bridges are designated to be rebuilt or new bridges are proposed in some locations.   During the I-59 
Expansion a series of bridges re-connected neighborhoods.  As a registered architect, I am suggesting that Tx 
Dot work with stakeholder groups regarding proposed design options for bridges. In First Ward we have are a 
state designated Cultural Arts District.  We are suggesting that a similar design may lend an opportunity for the 
District to engage in an artist driven design for example where the red balls are shown on this image. 
  
 


 
 


Concerns for the bridge design also include that the pedestrian and bike traffic on the bridges are separated.  
Many of the streets like Houston Avenue, Crockett and North Main have traffic traveling at speeds not compatible 
with pedestrian safety.  Cars often speed down these artery streets at night.  The car and bike diagram illustrates 
protection below   


 







 


 


Other 
Consideration should be given for lighting that is pedestrian friendly and encouarages foot and bike traffic.  At 
either side of many of the bridges in segment 2 and 3 West there are existing hike and bike paths that 
neighborhoods are accessing from adjacent neighborhoods separated by the freeway expansion project.   
Providing some type of shade or minimal landscape would also help integrate the bridges opening up onto park 
spaces on one side or both. 
 
 


I 45 Expansion – Suggestion Commerical Bridge Design /Way finding  
 


 
 


Other consideration needs should be given to the downtown bridges regarding the identity of an area.  For 
Example the bridges over the freeway at the I-10 alignment or convention center adjacency may have lighting 







 


 


(night) and color coding (day) allow people to understand where they really are in the sea of freeways in Houston.  
This could be helpful both for area residents but also for visitors trying to navigate traffic zones in our city.  
Management Districts (all inclusive) and civic leaders should be engaged as part of the design process creating 
designs suggest identity of areas and are welcoming to visitors in both residential and commercial zones.  Tx dot 
should also meet with the Midtown Management District to review plans for the downtown bike lanes and 
determine if the extension of those bike lanes may be connecting to bridge crossovers and should have treatment 
similar to the downtown lanes. With protection bumps and traffic lights.  Integrating the design of Bike Houston 
http://www.bikehouston.org/. 
 
 


 
 
Creative designs could create identity 
 


 







 


 


 
 


 







 


 


 







I 45 Expansion –Bridge Design in Neighborhoods- Pedestrians and Cars 

The I-45 Expansion project is proposing the demolition of many street bridges crossing the I-45 project.  In many 
cases the bridges are designated to be rebuilt or new bridges are proposed in some locations.   During the I-59 
Expansion a series of bridges re-connected neighborhoods.  As a registered architect, I am suggesting that Tx 
Dot work with stakeholder groups regarding proposed design options for bridges. In First Ward we have are a 
state designated Cultural Arts District.  We are suggesting that a similar design may lend an opportunity for the 
District to engage in an artist driven design for example where the red balls are shown on this image. 

Concerns for the bridge design also include that the pedestrian and bike traffic on the bridges are separated.  
Many of the streets like Houston Avenue, Crockett and North Main have traffic traveling at speeds not compatible 
with pedestrian safety.  Cars often speed down these artery streets at night.  The car and bike diagram illustrates 
protection below   
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Other 
Consideration should be given for lighting that is pedestrian friendly and encouarages foot and bike traffic.  At 
either side of many of the bridges in segment 2 and 3 West there are existing hike and bike paths that 
neighborhoods are accessing from adjacent neighborhoods separated by the freeway expansion project.   
Providing some type of shade or minimal landscape would also help integrate the bridges opening up onto park 
spaces on one side or both. 

I 45 Expansion – Suggestion Commerical Bridge Design /Way finding  

Other consideration needs should be given to the downtown bridges regarding the identity of an area.  For 
Example the bridges over the freeway at the I-10 alignment or convention center adjacency may have lighting 
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(night) and color coding (day) allow people to understand where they really are in the sea of freeways in Houston.  
This could be helpful both for area residents but also for visitors trying to navigate traffic zones in our city.  
Management Districts (all inclusive) and civic leaders should be engaged as part of the design process creating 
designs suggest identity of areas and are welcoming to visitors in both residential and commercial zones.  Tx dot 
should also meet with the Midtown Management District to review plans for the downtown bike lanes and 
determine if the extension of those bike lanes may be connecting to bridge crossovers and should have treatment 
similar to the downtown lanes. With protection bumps and traffic lights.  Integrating the design of Bike Houston 
http://www.bikehouston.org/. 

Creative designs could create identity 
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From: Pat Henry
To: Kelly Lark; Matthews, Patty
Subject: FW:
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:59:34 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:48 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW:

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Anna Almond  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 12:16 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject:

TXDOT

I agree with the attached letter and have attached it to this email.

I am a 30+ year resident of Woodland Heights.
Realizing that  my home city for the past 59 years is growing, I know some changes must be
made to our infrastructure.
I am asking that the cost/benefit of expanding I-45 be studied carefully. Ruining the fabric of
our oldest neighborhoods to decrease suburban commute times by mere minutes must be
carefully weighed.
Thank you
Anna almond

Talk. Text. Crash.
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
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To:  Texas Department of Transportation   Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov 

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project 

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with 
TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below: 

Though-out all Segments: 

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps 
and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many 
vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side 
in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention 
basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. 

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-
styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru 
some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give 
our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, 
Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition? 

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto 
neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance 
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ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This 
layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place.  

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will 
be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, 
backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-
45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, 
banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed 
below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these 
sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs 
for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously 
rather than at a future date.  

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  
Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. 
Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking 
advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location 
would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton 
Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with 
only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it 
should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 
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2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  
Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers 
will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional 
connection to South St. maintained. 

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area 
must not negatively affect the trail. 

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed 
and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the 
METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. 
Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 

Segment 3 (Downtown) West 

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at 
the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated 
infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction 
in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 

3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-
West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side 
inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or 
South. 

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-
ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and 
coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to 
hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate 
future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce 
Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  
I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be 
significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing 
it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
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3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and 
Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  
Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working 
together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through 
residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into 
downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, 
commuter rail will be needed. 

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of 
green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand 
the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  
Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time 
that the project is being designed. 

Segment 3- East 

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including 
the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.   

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management 
districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the 
expansion near the GRB. 

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the 
connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-
10. Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.
Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park 
connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and 
being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to 
all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans 
that are easily understood.  
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3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in 
segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on 
proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less 
if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT 
needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the 
future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett 
station.   
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: North Houston Highway Improvement Project
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:38:58 AM

fyi

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Paula Snyder  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 11:34 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

To:  Texas Department of Transportation         Email comments to:  HOU-
piowebmail@txdot.gov
Re:  North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per the Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do
Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I
am commenting on below.
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the changes that I would like to see
happen.  I have listed them below:

Throughout all Segments:
1.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.
1.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification
included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of
Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle
towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further prevent sound from entering
neighborhoods.
1.3 – Utilize “quiet pavement” techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel
levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (Beltway 8 to 610)
1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of
Crosstimbers. The east side of I-45 is populated by well-developed and thriving
businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more
desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead
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of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins,
channel adjustments and by building above grade.
1.2  Curb cut entrances from frontage roads need to be provided so customers can
gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (610 to I-10)
2.1 – All bridges that are projected to be removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N. Main,
and North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically
separated (via concrete barrier, for example), wide pathways for pedestrians and
cyclists. The bridges should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45
passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that
character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to
the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, and Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition?
2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force
additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes
southbound, two lanes northbound with a designated barrier-separated entrance
ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged
with additional vehicles from Houston Ave northbound (similar to current). This layout
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in
place.
2.3 –When the N. Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the
increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main
that queues up at the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder
traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn left lane with better timed
lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and would be possible since all
main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location
2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects
from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  As designed,
passing traffic would be forced into residential neighborhoods, destroy acres of green
space/natural noise barriers and create dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing
2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.
2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that
goes from I-45 northbound to 610 eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610
exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC
affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower
ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.
2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45
will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that
will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT cap these
sections at the time of construction of this project.  Costs for the project will be
significantly less if this is done concurrently with the road project.  Traffic and
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date. 
Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a
much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.
2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of
I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.
2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.
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Main/Houston Ave.  with both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link being
eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade -- perhaps a “fly-over” exit ramp
above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation
of the Patton overpass.
2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at
Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan would
greatly increase traffic through neighborhoods by anyone whose destination was in
the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately
north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, perhaps a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street
above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.
2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road, which is a two-lane
neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street, not an arterial or
collector street.  This exit should not be at Link; it should be located closer to
Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.
2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going
North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit
from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance northbound close to an
exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and
Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the
intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that
will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.
2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.
2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton
exit be removed and instead the exit ramp go to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection
experiences significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probable that traffic
would back up onto the freeway due to the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is
designated as a major thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West
3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT
incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able
to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for hike-and-bike
connectors, green spaces and parks.  Doing so would reduce TxDOT’s demolition
costs.
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an
important east-west connector that needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without
connectors to/from Memorial, west side inner-loop residents would add to the
congestion on I-10, 610 and US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.
3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is
essential that TxDOT co-ordinate with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo
Bayou Partnership to ensure the enhancement and coordination of all the trails and
pathways and the replacement in-kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and
specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future
bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike
plans.
3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R.
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Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas,
Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a
structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT
cap these sections at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly
less if done concurrently with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be
increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or
other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done at the
time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city
entities on public/private partnerships to achieve this.
3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW in the First Ward at Spring Street, Holly
Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW
on the east to avoid this issue.
3.6 - TxDOT needs to collaborate to incorporate the possibility of both High Speed
Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into
downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with
TxDot construction, residents want all entities working together to keep high-speed
transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods,
particularly the I-10/I-45 interchange and the southbound corridor into downtown part
of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point,
commuter rail will be needed.
3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider
coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in the
residential area of the First Ward.
3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT needs to work with the Harris County Flood
Control District to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the
growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be
based on projections of the actual project life span and not just the time that the
project is being designed.
Segment 3- East
3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public
facilities, including the George R. Brown Convention Center, Minute Maid Park,
Discovery Green Park and the adjacent judicial courts area. Proposed plans do not
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or the thousands of event
attendees that frequent the area.
 3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with the Midtown Management District and the
Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the
freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to
leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near
the George R. Brown Convention Center.
3.11 – TxDOT needs to work with the Greater North Side Management District and
leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the project
segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.  TxDOT is
abandoning adjacent areas that could be used by U of H for future growth.  Consider
equitable land trading in this area.
3.12 - I suggest that TxDOT extend the freeway depression farther to Holman Street
and entertain cap park connection where the University of Houston and Texas
Southern University connect into midtown.  It is important that these campuses are
able to move pedestrians and bikers over the freeway.
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3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with the City of Houston Planning Department to
ensure that citizens and developers are aware of and can easily access all freeway
expansion project plans.
3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access
into downtown.
3.15 - There need to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been
removed.
3.16 – As proposed in Segment 2, I ask that TxDOT consider the George R. Brown
Convention Center cap park  from Lamar St. to Commerce during construction.  Costs
for the project will be significantly less if this is done concurrently with the road
project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to
doing it later.  Also, any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and
implemented at a much lower cost if done at the time of the road project as opposed
to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public/private partnerships
to achieve this.
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are
being planned in the future.  Special planning is required in the vicinity of the
convention center rail line and the Burnett Station.

Thank you for your time and attention,
Paula Snyder
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments on I-45 Project, Section 2
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:39:29 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Katy Emde  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 11:02 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: 
Subject: Comments on I-45 Project, Section 2

    Here are my comments regarding section 2 of the I-45 project.  I believe there are serious
flaws in the plan, flaws that will seriously affect businesses and homeowners on both sides of I-
45 between I-10 and 610.  
    This new plan takes out all the exit ramps on the east side of I-45 between I-10 and 610
except for an exit ramp to North Main.  The idea that everyone who wants to go to the
neighborhoods and businesses on both the east and west sides of I-45 must exit at North Main
is outrageous.  First of all, this project, if constructed as planned, will create a hazardous driving
situation.  All those who take I-45 north off of I-10 heading east will have only 1/4 mile to cross
four lanes of traffic.  That situation exists now, but it will be made worse since you are forcing
those who normally get off at Patton or Calvacade to make that dangerous crossing of 4 lanes,
so many, many more people will be placed at risk on a regular basis.
    Secondly, removing all but one off ramp on I-45 north on the east side will create a traffic
nightmare at North Main, traffic there will triple.  Then drivers will have to stop again at Patton
and then again at Calvacade.  You will be causing a huge loss of time for a large number of
people who live and work in that area.  The same holds true for those travelling into the
neighborhoods from I-45 south.  I see only one off ramp on the west side.  That again will lower
property tax values since you are making the neighborhoods inaccessible.  Homeowners and
business owners will be stuck at intersection after intersection, and traffic at the first intersection
will be another nightmare.  It is unfair of TxDot to lower the quality of life in these
neighborhoods.  The people who live and work here do not deserve to have their life made
worse in order to speed up the commute of those who live in the Woodlands.  This plan needs
more off ramps and on ramps.   
    The same holds true for the loss of the on ramp for I-45 north at Calvacade - it is hard to tell
how many intersections one will have to drive through in order to get onto I-45 north from
Calvalcade.  How can anyone think that this is fair to the residents and businesses in that area? 
I have heard that you took away the off ramps and on ramps because you told locals that you
wouldn't take any land for this project.  However, you are taking land on the west side so you
have already crossed that line.  I would hate it if you took my property, however, in this instance
where very, very small areas will be needed, one must consider the good for the largest number
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of people - this is not like taking hundreds of acres from ranchers and dividing and ruining their
ranches.
     Maybe it would work to lose the Patton off ramp, east side, but it certainly doesn't work to
lose the Calvacade off ramp, east side since Calvalcade is a very busy street, and needs it own
off ramps and on ramps.  You will be responsible for reducing the property values of those in the
neighborhood since their neighborhoods will have become so inaccessible and traffic nightmares
and that alone makes this a badly conceived project.  Those people driving into town should not
take precedence when planning for the future.  Those who live in the city and work in the city
need to be protected, as well.
     I ask that you bring back all of the off ramps and the on ramps that have been removed from
the I-45 project, section 2, because the way the plan is now, increasing the number of people
who have to cross 4 lanes of traffic in 1/4 mile increases a hazardous situation and losing the off
ramps and on ramps between I-10 and 610 will waste lots of gas and will lower the quality of life
in the adjoining neighborhoods.

 Thank you for your consideration.    Katy Emde,  713-628-7575
 6033 Glen Cove, 77007,
 plus property owner in the area, 1203 E.

27th, 77009
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments on I-45 Project, Section 2
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:39:20 AM

fyi

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Katy Emde  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 11:07 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Cc: 
Subject: Fw: Comments on I-45 Project, Section 2

Revised, with corrected spelling for Cavalcade.

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Katy Emde 
To: "HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov" <HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov> 
Cc: Katy Emde  
Sent: Monday, June 1, 2015 12:01 PM
Subject: Comments on I-45 Project, Section 2

    Here are my comments regarding section 2 of the I-45 project.  I believe there are serious
flaws in the plan, flaws that will seriously affect businesses and homeowners on both sides of I-
45 between I-10 and 610.  
    This new plan takes out all the exit ramps on the east side of I-45 between I-10 and 610
except for an exit ramp to North Main.  The idea that everyone who wants to go to the
neighborhoods and businesses on both the east and west sides of I-45 must exit at North Main
is outrageous.  First of all, this project, if constructed as planned, will create a hazardous driving
situation.  All those who take I-45 north off of I-10 heading east will have only 1/4 mile to cross
four lanes of traffic.  That situation exists now, but it will be made worse since you are forcing
those who normally get off at Patton or Cavalcade to make that dangerous crossing of 4 lanes,
so many, many more people will be placed at risk on a regular basis.
    Secondly, removing all but one off ramp on I-45 north on the east side will create a traffic
nightmare at North Main, traffic there will triple.  Then drivers will have to stop again at Patton
and then again at Cavalcade.  You will be causing a huge loss of time for a large number of
people who live and work in that area.  The same holds true for those travelling into the
neighborhoods from I-45 south.  I see only one off ramp on the west side.  That again will lower
property tax values since you are making the neighborhoods inaccessible.  Homeowners and
business owners will be stuck at intersection after intersection, and traffic at the first intersection
will be another nightmare.  It is unfair of TxDot to lower the quality of life in these
neighborhoods.  The people who live and work here do not deserve to have their life made
worse in order to speed up the commute of those who live in the Woodlands.  This plan needs
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more off ramps and on ramps. 
    The same holds true for the loss of the on ramp for I-45 north at Cavalcade - it is hard to tell
how many intersections one will have to drive through in order to get onto I-45 north from
Cavalcade.  How can anyone think that this is fair to the residents and businesses in that area? 
I have heard that you took away the off ramps and on ramps because you told locals that you
wouldn't take any land for this project.  However, you are taking land on the west side so you
have already crossed that line.  I would hate it if you took my property, however, in this instance
where very, very small areas will be needed, one must consider the good for the largest number
of people - this is not like taking hundreds of acres from ranchers and dividing and ruining their
ranches.
     Maybe it would work to lose the Patton off ramp, east side, but it certainly doesn't work to
lose the Cavalcade off ramp, east side since Cavalcade is a very busy street, and needs it own
off ramps and on ramps.  You will be responsible for reducing the property values of those in the
neighborhood since their neighborhoods will have become so inaccessible and traffic nightmares
and that alone makes this a badly conceived project.  Those people driving into town should not
take precedence when planning for the future.  Those who live in the city and work in the city
need to be protected, as well.
     I ask that you bring back all of the off ramps and the on ramps that have been removed from
the I-45 project, section 2, because the way the plan is now, increasing the number of people
who have to cross 4 lanes of traffic in 1/4 mile increases a hazardous situation and losing the off
ramps and on ramps between I-10 and 610 will waste lots of gas and will lower the quality of life
in the adjoining neighborhoods.

 Thank you for your consideration.    Katy Emde,  713-628-7575
 6033 Glen Cove, 77007,
 plus property owner in the area, 1203 E.

27th, 77009
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Comments on the future plans for I-45
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:39:38 AM
Attachments: TxDOT ltr.FINAL.docx

ATT00001.htm

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Jill Whitten  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 10:40 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Fwd: Comments on the future plans for I-45

Subject: Comments on the future plans for I-45

E 287

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Page | 1

To:  Texas Department of Transportation 	        Email comments to:  HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov

Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project

I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below.

TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen.  I have listed them below:

Though-out all Segments:

0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced.  Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project.

0.2  - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included.  Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods.

0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways.

Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8)

1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade.

1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses.

Segment 2 (I-10 to 610)

2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character.  They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard).  Perhaps an artist design competition?

2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south.  This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 

2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there.  Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting.  Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location

2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated.  This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns.  By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road.

2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W.  by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange.  Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH.

2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date.	

2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation.

2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave.  Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated.  We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass.

2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman.  We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade.  The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45.

2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign.  It is a local street not an arterial or collector street.  This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street.

2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45.  Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade.  We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved.  In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained.

2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail.

2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton.  I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington.  The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train.  It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic.

Segment 3 (Downtown) West

3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated.  In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks.  This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT.

[bookmark: _GoBack]3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive.  Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45.  Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South.

3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou.  It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping.  TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans.

3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets).  TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham.  There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue.

3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central  Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor.  Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods.  Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan.   It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed.

3.7  - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas.  Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward.

3.8  - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion.  Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is being designed.



Segment 3- East

3.9  - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance.  

3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area.  The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB.

3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10.   Consider equitable land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth.  Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be future growth for U of H.

3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown.  These areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important.

3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects.  Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 

3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown.

3.15 -  There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed.

3.16 - Review the convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2.  I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of  this project.  Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project.  Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later.  Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later.  TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this.

3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  
















Having worked with the I-45 Coalition for many years I am happy to see that TXDOT has taken many of the concerns voiced by neighbors. There are a few very important changes to the plans that were submitted at the 4th and wh￼at I understand to be final public meeting that we are imploring TXDOT to consider and implement which we are confident will result in an improved highway for all parties. I do not care about the Pierce Elevated belong a park. If it were torn down it would let light into the existing park. I care very much that a green space be created over i45 in Section 2.
Sincerely,
Jill Whitten
402 Byrne st
Houston, TX 77009


email: jill@whittenandproctor.com


I am in no way employed by, do business with or otherwise benefit monetarily from this or anyother TXDOT project.


Transportation Code Section 201.811(a)(5) requires that a person who makes or submits comments shall, at the time the comment is made, disclose in writing on a witness card whether the person does business with TxDOT, may benefit monetarily from a project, or is an employee of the agency.
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From: HOU-PIOWebMail
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Public comments regarding I-45 expansion
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:39:44 AM

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Jeremy Dilbeck  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 10:28 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Public comments regarding I-45 expansion

To whom it may concern. I live Enid St. between I-10 and 610N, north of Link Rd.,
very close to the proposed interchange improvements.

My feedback is as follows:
1. The proposed SB exit at Link Rd. should be maintained as it is at Cavalcade. Link
is a two-lane unimproved road which dead-ends at Airline. Keep a SB exit at
Cavalcade which will also keep the traffic out of the neighborhood north of Link.
2. There must be another NB exit at Cavalcade or Patton. Only having one exit
between I10 and 610 is simply not acceptable, as it would put tons of traffic onto N.
Main and make it very difficult to get into the neighborhoods north of Main.
3. Please use noise reducing road materials at the interchange especially. Please do
not build an extremely high structure at the interchange as lots of noise already
projects into the neighborhood.
4. Extensive flood planning should be undertaken. Our neighborhood is already
dangerously wedged between 45 and Little White Oak Bayou. During the rain event
of Monday, May 25th, the neigborhood almost flooded as is. Please be mindful of
where the water will go. Pumping into the nearby bayou is not an option.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Best regards,
Jeremy Dilbeck
5707 Enid St. 77009

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad

E 288

mailto:HOU-PIOWebMail@txdot.gov
mailto:Pat.Henry@txdot.gov
mailto:Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov
https://yho.com/footer0


From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:38:46 AM
Attachments: comments to IH-45 4th meeting.pdf

Comment.

It looks like Pat forwarded this one to you.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:07 AM
To: Kelly Lark; ; Darrin Willer
Subject: FW: Citizens' Transportation Coalition Comments re IH-45 4th Meeting

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 9:39 AM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Citizens' Transportation Coalition Comments re IH-45 4th Meeting

fyi

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Carol Caul  
Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2015 11:24 PM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail; 
Subject: Citizens' Transportation Coalition Comments re IH-45 4th Meeting

Citizens' Transportation Coalition has attached its comments to the materials presented at the
4th meeting for the IH-45/NHHIP Corridor redesign and reconstruction. 

Although we support the project, we think many improvements and design changes (not mere
refinements) are needed especially as to Segment 3. We hope TxDOT will have HNTB
incorporate the design changes and will meet with downtown stakeholders to learn better how
the stakeholders actually use the downtown streets. Meetings with downtown stakeholders
should include meetings with sports arenas, developers of high rises on the downtown east
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PO BOX 66532, HOUSTON TX 77266-6532
May 31, 2015


Mr Pat Henry
Director of Project Development
TxDOT District Office
P.O. 1386
Houston, Texas 77251-1386
Email: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov; (713) 802-5241


Re: Comments re IH-45 (NORTH HOUSTON HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT (CSJ 0912-00-146)) - 4th Meeting


The Citizens’ Transportation Coalition (CTC) respectfully submits the following comments
regarding the plans and drawings at the 4th Meeting for the IH-45 Project (NORTH HOUSTON
HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (CSJ 0912-00-146))t.


CTC is a Houston-based, all-volunteer nonprofit transportation organization which advocates
multi-modal transportation infrastructure, processes, and solutions that improve access to
mobility and quality of life for all. We are committed to the idea that public participation leads to
better projects. Since 2004, we have worked to engage residents of the 8-county Houston-
Galveston (H-GAC) area in the planning of transportation projects that affect our neighborhoods.


Summary
• CTC thinks that using MAP-21, which was just sprung on the citizens in April 2015 for


this project, requires the greatest of caution. The public disclosure and involvement
process for this project is too unfinished and too radical to proceed to a DEIS
without more fact gathering, public meetings, public disclosures, and input. Much greater
efficiency and use of the facilities could be achieved by listening to and integrating
downtown, neighborhood, and commercial users preferences while giving up little.


• This project does not provide an adequate LOS improvement in terms of increase in
speeds to warrant its cost, but it does provide safety improvements downtown, and it
does promote efficient, multi-use use of the ROW where roads are going to be depressed.
Some of the alignment features in Segment 2 are actually counterproductive to safety
and need to be changed.


• The 610/IH-45 interchange ought to be built as one of the first features of the project
since it is inherently unsafe.


• CTC applauds TxDOT’s plans to rebuild the bridges across the corridor.
• The drainage, flooding, noise, and other environmental issues requiring abatement


or mitigation are not usually presented until after the DEIS; this will have to change
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with MAP-21. The abatement and mitigation plans will have to be modeled and
documented and disclosed with the DEIS because of the lack of further public
involvement after the DEIS hearings.


• CTC applauds the use of depressed highway segments and thinks they will do much to
promote quality of life and aesthetics that attract business, but since IH-45 is a hurricane
evacuation route, the project will need studies of the use of the access roads, adequate
drainage and pump horsepower.


• The managed lanes are not optimally designed for access and revenue and appear to
serve as sort of a NAFTA highway. More access options for passenger vehicles, heavy
trucks, and transit to make shorter toll trips need to be examined for cost and feasibility.
Multi-modality is the law of the land, and use of public funds require support of it.


• The complex $3Billion Segment 3 design, which is slated to be built first, was just
sprung on the public at the April meetings, and is definitely not ready to be adopted
as a Preferred Alternative in a DEIS. The downtown Segment 3 is focused more on
creating a sort of large circulator to get folks from one highway to another, than with its
equally important use of promoting mobility and efficient use of transportation to
downtown. Changes are necessary, and they are not mere design refinements that TxDOT
can handle outside of public scrutiny and input in Reevaluations.


• It would help if multiple meetings were held with HNTB and stakeholders—owners and
public users-- (regardless of how many have already been held) to find out how the
streets are actually used downtown. Stadiums, courthouses, and planned dense
residences on the east side need better connectors to this system; loading docks to
Geo R Brown are blocked. The City has produced its Inner Loop Mobility Study that
should be consulted to glean information about traffic patterns.


• Rethinking should be done about the Pierce Elevated: access by Memorial Drive is cut
off. It may be that TxDOT thinks it can sell this land to pay for the downtown segment. It
should disclose that.


• We have to protect our downtown from further hollowing out. Twenty-first century
access and aesthetics can be combined and HNTB has the brains to do it. CTC
strongly supports the depressed areas of the freeway project and making more efficient
use of our earth’s footprint for transportation but wish lists for parks and ROW
abandonment may not be the most efficient use. The transportation co-benefit and use of
the land as a multi-modal facility (commuter rail, HSR, bus, light rail transit center)
either at Geo R Brown or Pierce Elevated should be considered. That could well be worth
the funds TxDOT would derive by selling the Pierce Elevated land to land developers.


• Certain planned access (entrance/exit) design changes in the Segment 2 create
demonstrably unsafe conditions for residents and run counter to long-time,
historical use, so more design changes are needed here. For example, there is no
justifiable corridor purpose in changing Houston to a one way street. Eliminating the
Quitman exit in favor of Main which has a light rail on it will drive heavy truck traffic to
Main and the light rail or to cut through the neighborhoods at schools.


• The Segment 1 ROW takings need to be examined and made public as to cost.
Businesses slated for taking seem to be cherry-picked based on flood plain maps lacking
granularity and data support. Segment 1 continues with the antiquated process of building
feeder roads which are a magnet for new development and further congestion. This
congestion has to be incorporated into the LOS predictions. In all areas environmental
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impacts and necessary permits and noise and flooding abatement and increased detention
measures have to be presented to the public.


Environmental Review Processes Have Changed
Substantially; We Do Not Think The Public Knows


CTC has major concerns with the lack of disclosure and explanation regarding the radical
changes that were adopted in MAP-21 and the 12/16/14 MOU between TxDOT and the FHWA.
The Memorandum of Understanding eliminating FHWA oversight was noted briefly in the
NHHIP April 2015 document, but its implications were not discussed.


Making one tiny disclosure in April 2015 documents regarding the change in process and
responsibility for this federal aid highway project is not sufficient and does not rise to the spirit
or letter of TxDOT’s new public involvement regulations.


On page 12 of the AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN, April
2015, TxDOT notes that there will be a DEIS circulated to the public, and there will be a hearing
and public comment on the DEIS. That will probably be the end of public comment. The DEIS
does not publish noise and other mitigation data, and certainly not the underlying science.


Page 12 states further: “Combined FEIS/Record of Decision (ROD) - TxDOT plans to
prepare a combined FEIS/ROD for the project as required by section 1319(b) of Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21). The ROD will document
TxDOT’s decision and will commit to mitigation of anticipated impacts. If the FEIS
makes substantial changes to the proposed action that are relevant to environmental or
safety concerns, or if there are significant new circumstances or information relevant to
environmental concerns that bear on the proposed action or its possible impacts, TxDOT
will consider separating the FEIS and ROD and providing additional time for public
comment.”


The open house meeting as a public involvement vehicle for presenting
Segment 3 to the public is not sufficient. CTC has long had a serious problem with
TxDOT’s reliance on these “Open House” buffet style meetings: important points are not
disseminated to all attendees rendering the public involvement and analysis marginal since there
is limited information provided to the public. These sorts of meetings might be beneficial at the
early scoping process or at the mitigation phase where concern about mitigation is more local,
but not at the pre- DEIS stage.


A great deal more work is needed on the design and more public involvement is needed to
warrant the project. This project is too big to cut off further involvement, and designate the
plans as the Preferred Alternative, and go to a DEIS. Too many changes have been made for
downtown that are not based on actual use or need for connectivity. Many more design changes
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for all Segments are necessary that go beyond internal or unilateral “design refinements” without
public notice and comment.


Environmental and noise impacts and abatement have to be documented
and budgeted for now.


Regardless of how many meetings are held, TxDOT must model, predict, publicly disclose, and
abate environmental impacts, particularly drainage and flooding, traffic noise even on elevated
structures, and construction noise. Now this must be done at the DEIS stage since that is the last
stage for public input and comment unless TxDOT determines the changes are “significant”
which it will not do.


Drainage on several fronts is a huge issue for this project.


CTC had seen at the third set of meetings, that TxDOT was using HCFCD ROW for TxDOT
ROW. CTC could not determine from the documents or at the April open house if this were still
true; TxDOT representatives said yes, but we are not certain. If so, we want to see necessary
documents from Harris County as much as we want to see that TxDOT will comply with
EPA/USACE Clean Water Act and permitting requirements. Obtaining necessary permits had
not been a strong suit of TxDOT in the past (eg Buffalo Bayou for 610 West reconstruction and
White Oak Bayou for 290/610 reconstruction), and we hope this has changed.


We salute TxDOT and its designers for plans to depress portions of the freeway and cantilever
lanes to cut land use, to cut noise, and to improve aesthetics for residents and businesses. But the
depressed lanes are part of an evacuation route and will need large pumping facilities, and
TxDOT will have to have plans and infrastructure to pump water to a specific detention location
and at a specific rate.


Noise abatement may be a large issue for residential neighborhoods. Plans
and budgets have to be made and disclosed now.


There is no data or other information at this stage for the public to scrutinize this impact. There
are plans to elevate the current ground level part of Segment 2 between 610 and Cavalcade. Any
elevated structures will throw out noise to stakeholders near the highway. Certainly these noise
levels will be above the long-standards regulatory standards. Moreover, TxDOT normally does
not include noise abatement budgets or studies in its DEIS. So with the new environmental
procedures, the public may not ever learn through environmental documents what sort of noise
abatement is appropriate and that TxDOT can now put noise barriers on road mounts.


Other divisions of TxDOT now support road mounted structures for elevated freeways, and
the Houston Division needs to get on board.


With the complexity of, and duration of construction for, this project, there
will need to be a specific plan for construction noise. I-45 South has been under
construction for decades, and we see that this project has the possibility of extended construction
and the impacts that carries.
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We hope that rushing to a DEIS will not give rise to the past practice of
letting plans sit on a shelf for years, then use them to construct a project
asserting that a meeting was held. A case in point is the Shepherd I-45 connector for
which there was one public meeting several miles away and several years ago attended by 3
persons.


In short, CTC strongly objects to the situation that other than the DEIS,
where the Preferred Alternative is chosen (and there is really currently only
one alternative) there may not be future large scale public meetings or
opportunity for public input for this $6.5B project because of the MAP-21
processes. We hope TxDOT makes a firm commitment that the FEIS/ROD combo will provide
for further input. TxDOT should not proceed by holding small one or one meetings with
stakeholders to refine the project particularly since it does not yet have the funds to construct the
project.


Purpose and Need for the Project: Reduce Congestion


The NHHIP must be evaluated as to its stated Purpose and Need and its
Performance prediction. One stated purpose of the project is to reduce
congestion. The scoping document numbers on their face showed only an
average gain in speed of over 3mph using far outdated traffic flow
predictions, in Segments 1 and 2, at a cost for the two segments of $3.5B.


That is not a Performance prediction that meets FHWA criteria. Whether TxDOT assumes
control of the project from FHWA, it still must comply with FHWA criteria.


In April 2015 the increase in speed was modified to express an increase in speed over the whole
corridor (Segments 1, 2, and 3): “up to 10mph”: Improve mobility by increasing peak hour travel
speeds by up to 10 mph on IH 45 between US 59 and Beltway 8 North by accommodating
projected population growth and latent demand in the corridor.” (NHHIP, pp 33,40). There was
no data to back up the increase of the “up to” amount. (The claimed average increase in speed
for Segment 3 is 24+mph, which is very aggressive, but that would give the average increase.)
This is nearly incredulous for such a complex area with so many interchanges and interchange
constrained speeds. TxDOT did distribute information at a May 2015 civic association meeting
showing 2011 traffic numbers for the segments; these numbers illustrate the no build alternative
but there is not a 20 year modeling and no rate of speed numbers can be inferred. Later numbers
through 2013 were released. The 2013 numbers are significantly lower at most points than the
earlier 2011 numbers which indicates modeling issues—both sets of numbers are not right.
TxDOT is working on more up to date numbers, but we do not have them for these comments.


Performance can only be predicted with good data. CTC does not think that TxDOT ought to
be moving to a DEIS for segments of the project totalling $3.5B project without disclosure
of current traffic flow models that warrant the project.
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Further, the public thinks after spending all that money that it will get significant mobility
improvement. CTC does not see that will happen.


Purpose and Need for the Project: Safety


CTC strongly supports the reconstruction of outdated and unsafe interchanges and the rebuilding
or reconstruction of bridges. The 610/45 interchange should be moved to the front of the line.


The current estimated cost of this road project is over $6B. We acknowledge that in large part the
plans do improve safety for the corridor as a whole, but as to particulars, some of the plans are
counterproductive and create or aggravate unsafe conditions. TxDOT should give great
deference to the neighborhoods who know how access and exits, local roads are historically used
by businesses, trucks, routes to school, and users of mobility who are not just passing through the
Houston area.


Comments Regarding Need For Or Approval Of Overall
Infrastructure Changes & Improvements


Improve access to managed lanes for mobility and revenue.


Given the current design of managed lanes, it is hard to see their purpose and need except for
persons coming from downtown or to use as a proxy for a NAFTA highway. CTC cannot tell if
persons can get on IH-45 managed lanes at the interchanges. Other states use designs that
facilitate access to toll and managed lanes and greater access could equal more toll revenue.


TxDOT should incorporate multimodal facilities when it rebuilds.


TxDOT should incorporate walkways and bike paths across local street bridges.


Depressed lanes; cover now where cut and cover design allows


TxDOT is to be commended for designing depressed lanes even if it meant doing away with
tunneling. This reflects efficient use of ROW and greater regard for neighborhoods for noise
impacts. There will be a need for a specific and public designation of where water will be
pumped to, and TxDOT cannot use its typical map stamping about detention facilities that they
are “Subject to Change.”


CTC’s view is that portions of the depressed road that allow for cover should be covered when


the road is built if it is going to be done. TxDOT has said third party money will have to be
raised for the covers. Some CTC reps think the land should be used for additional multimodal
facilities with or without a park. Other agencies may definitely be willing to defray the cost of
additional strength and prettification to be able to share the facilities. Regardless, if another
party(ies) are funding, very specific agreements will have to be reached regarding liability for
repairs and operations. Waiting to cover the cut until later will be far more cumbersome to
drivers
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------------------------------------------------------------------------


Segment 1 - the Sam Houston Tollway to Loop 610


The IH 610/IH-45 interchange should be built first, probably of all the
features.


The IH-610/IH-45 interchange ought to be built as one of the first features of the corridor since
its current state is inherently unsafe. This should be a top priority since federal aid highway
statutes make safety a mandatory attribute of federal aid highway plans.


Making this Segment 1 of IH-45 so much wider will just serve to dump more
traffic, including truck traffic, on the already stressed IH-610 Loop or
US59/69.


CTC and the public do not have a document with current traffic model predictions to give a
quantified discussion.


CTC’s position regarding Segment 1, which is a massive Katy Freeway
pancake style widening, requires a huge amount of takings both of land
and ongoing businesses, with a relatively small gain in LOS.


This segment is described as mostly bordered by commercial properties. CTC’s examination of


the maps shows there are also a number of churches and other institutions. CTC states TxDOT
needs to rethink which properties will be taken and not be so dismissive of commercial
properties.


The plan is to take additional right of way on the west side from the Beltway 8 to Airline Drive,
then crossing over the current alignment to take property east of the freeway from Airline to
Loop 610. TxDOT representatives have said at meetings that this change over for the takings is
driven by the floodway maps. Looking at the maps, CTC sees that garages and car parts stores
will be taken, but sexually oriented businesses will be spared. There are numerous churches and
at least one major hospital in the floodway. CTC is appalled at the unspoken attitude toward the
targeted businesses that they are wholly expendable, but when it comes to traffic noise barriers,
TxDOT uses these commercial businesses as a shield to deny the residences noise abatement.
That is wholly inconsistent. The whole corridor is near or crosses Little White Oak Bayou, White
Oak Bayou, and Buffalo Bayou. Whether a given small business is or is not in the floodway
should not drive taking decisions.


The takings need to be examined both as to cost, reduction on tax rolls, crude floodway maps,
and most importantly impacts on ongoing businesses. There is a large amount of land taken,
businesses destroyed, local tax roles reduced for little benefit. TxDOT appears more ready to
take an ongoing profitable business because it is not inside a floodway drawing (a drawing to
which CTC does not accord a lot of scientific credence) than take over a sexually oriented
business, which land it could get cheaper simply because it is inside a drawn floodway boundary.
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Fairness and Disclosures.


There are economic justice implications regarding the takings. We assume these lower income
persons will get a fair deal and will receive environmental abatement also.


Drainage issues are as important for the extra impervious surface as for
depressed highway.


Huge amounts of impervious surface will be added. Just as a depressed section needs pumps, the
Segment 1 pancake will need greater amounts of real estate for additional retention facilities and
associated pumping power.


We doubt adequate disclosures and public involvement are being afforded
to the Segment 1 minority businesses or area residential stakeholders.
TxDOT should commit to meet with elected representatives (state, county,
and city) about the takings along Segment 1.


After the Shepherd Connector dust up/situation, CTC assumes adequate notice has been given
not only to residents, but also to elected officials regarding the Segment 1 plans including taking
plans.


Most of the attendees at the Shepherd connector town hall at which elected officials demanded
TxDOT advise what was going on were minorities. At this meeting, TxDOT owned up that it had
held one meeting about the I-45 Shepherd direct connectors several years ago, and that meeting
was held several miles from the actual site of the connectors. Only 3 persons had attended.
TxDOT went on to admit it did no further public outreach for the project. CTC used reasonable
efforts, but it could not find a notice for the “several years ago” meeting or venue in the
Chronicle archives or a note about the meeting on TxDOT’s database for meetings.


Segment 2 –610 Loop to Interstate 10


Within the 610 Loop, the freeway will be widened and remain above most local streets, south to
Cavalcade. Between 10 feet and 80 feet of additional right of way will be acquired to add the
managed lanes, shoulders and bike and pedestrian amenities along the frontage roads.


Between Cavalcade and IH-10, the plans are to depress the main lanes and managed lanes and
build two-lane frontage roads and sidewalks in each direction atop the freeway.


Neighborhood preferences for entrances and exits are driven by safety and
historic use. As long as they do not materially affect safety or mainlane
configuration, they should be honored


There is no need to change so many entrances and exits. No net safety or
mobility benefit to overall project by TxDOT insisting on changes to
historical use of local streets and highway entrances and exits.
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Use of HCFCD ROW as TxDOT ROW when flooding and drainage are major
concerns


CTC strongly supports the depressed lanes, so it wants to know whether HCFCD has consented
to TxDOT counting as TxDOT ROW the HCFCD easements. CTC needs to know what liability
and rights HCFCD has and whether a consensus has been reached. If there is no agreement,
should the public discount the depressed area?


Hurricane Route: Obligation for flooding and drainage impacts


IH-45 is a major hurricane evacuation route. The management of water on the highway,
particularly at depressed areas, will need to be subject to a plan, eg using the frontage roads.


Segment 3 - IH-10 to U.S. 59: Major Reroute of I-45 and
interconnecting highways and local streets downtown


Segment 3 seems to be designed as a group of loosely connected interchanges to move vehicles
from one road to another plus a downtown functionality. It is this latter role for which the current
design needs a lot more development. The designers would be well served to meet with the
management districts, developers, and city planners, and to hold public meetings for more
information and input regarding their planned and historical uses of vehicular mobility in the
downtown area.


The downtown segment of the I-45 proposal (Segment 3) is not remotely ready as to its
large scale or its integration with and optimal connection to local streets. It certainly is not
ready to go to a DEIS.


The complex plans for Segment 3 were only sprung on the public in April 2015. This is not a
reasonable amount of time for public involvement as envisioned under the Title 43 TAC
regulations.


TxDoT should engage in interagency coordination to encourage
incorporation of multimodal public transportation options into the IH45
project.


CTC asserts the I-45 project also carries with it the far reaching possibility of a joint venture with
the proposed high speed rail project of Texas Central Railway or a commuter rail in lieu of
eliminating the Pierce Elevated surface ROW or a joint venture using the area behind Geo R
Brown as a combination highway and rail station, and we hope the designers will take that up
with TCR to cut TxDOT highway costs and provide real estate for TCR or commuter rail.







CTC Comments Regarding IH-45 Project (NHHIP), 05/31/15 ■ page 10 of 11


At the third meeting an alternative was to use existing ROW and make the
downtown loop a one way circulator. When looking at the $3B April
solution, citizens are owed an explanation as to why the one way plan is
dropped without comment.


The new plans presented in April were not a result of years of planning, or at least not with the
public involved. Tunnels, especially around the Pierce Elevated were dropped without comment.
Another alternative had been to make the Pierce Elevated portion one way and route the other
way around downtown following 59/69 and I-10 saving right-of-way costs and improving
functionality.


The Inner Loop Mobility Studies should be incorporated or at least
referenced with regard to the historical and planned use of local streets.


There will be a need for a lot of merchant and city official support that will be improved by
future public meetings with a wide range of stakeholders to integrate the highways with the uses
of the highways to get to and from the downtown area. Project engineers need to meet with local
people to avoid costly and stupid design mistakes; eg blocking off loading ramps to Geo R
Brown Convention Center (an apparent mistake) and not providing for southbound access for the
courthouses, sports arena, and planned and platted high rises in the southeast downtown.


Segment 3 needs functionality improvement for local streets.


1. Lack of southbound entrances for the courthouses, office buildings,
and new high rise dwellings being planned for the east side of
downtown.


2. Lack of adequate connectivity for Geo R Brown, Toyota, Compass,
Minute Maid sports facilities to highways.


Below grade connectors could be a good addition to solve this problem. Consideration
should be given to incorporating below grade connectors from sport and civic venue
parking structures into north and southbound below grade freeway lanes.


3. Rethink the ROW use of the Pierce Elevated: among other things,
Memorial Drive is totally disconnected


Many stakeholders wanted the Pierce Elevated to be tunneled. CTC did not hear much
call from stakeholders to abandon totally that ROW for highway use. The Pierce Elevated
per se is outdated and unsafe, but it could be rebuilt to serve another purpose or function.
HNTB should go back to the drawing board and rethink how it could be used. Right now
Memorial Drive, which is a major arterial is disconnected from a freeway to which it had
historically been connected by this spur.


Segment 3 is really two segments: the First Ward and the rest of downtown
and neartown and midtown. First Ward preferences for entrances and exits
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are driven by safety and historic use and the First Ward recommended
design changes should be adopted.


Appropriate design changes should be made to reflect First Ward stakeholders’ well thought out
comments. As long as their design changes do not materially affect safety or mainlane
configuration, they should be incorporated into the design. CTC thinks these changes will not
only maintain the FW property values, but also enhance future investment and residential growth
in the area.


Conclusion
Significant study of Segment 3 is necessary. Major scrutiny and analysis must be made of how
streets are used downtown. Different highways cannot just dump traffic onto different areas.
There is a real need for connectivity in certain downtown areas. The Pierce Elevated or area
behind Geo R Brown should be considered for multi-modal facilities including commuter rail or
high speed rail. The managed lanes should be studied for greater opportunities to access and exit
and to enhance tolls. Preferences for Segment 2 and 3 neighborhoods and businesses, including
trucking businesses, for entrances and exits to the main lanes should be adopted; they do not
seem to interfere with safety and certainly do not harm the proposed LOS. Segment 1 takings
must be fair and fair business loss practices must be utilized. TxDOT should reconsider the
scientific support of the floodways maps that are driving its takings; they may be able to get land
cheaper.


Under no circumstances should TxDOT proceed to a DEIS with the current plans. TxDOT
should have further meetings and comments to prepare and FEIS and not skip steps as it is
authorized to do under MAP-21 or even combine the FEIS and ROD. The IH-45 project is too
large for expedited processes. There will be too much push back from elected officials, and if
other agencies or entities such as HCFCD, FRA, or EPA/USACE become involved, accelerated
processes at this lead time and expense level are not appropriate.


Submitted May 31, 2015


Best Regards,


/s/ Dexter R. Handy, Chair
Citizens’ Transportation Coalition (CTC)
phone: 832-724-8753 email: drhandy@aol.com
Contributors: Carol Caul, Advocacy Chair and Board Member; Tom Dornbusch, CTC Board
Member and Media Chair; Dexter Handy, Chair, CTC; Ed Browne, Board Member; Jim Weston,
CTC Member; Marci Perry, CTC Board Member







side, and government workers. The city's Inner Loop Mobility Study should be consulted; it
was wholly ignored with the 288 flyover to TMC. 

CTC supports design changes the neighborhood residential, commercial, and industrial
stakeholders want, especially as to historical use. We do not think these changes affect the
safety, and will enhance safety, and especially will not affect the traffic speeds of the
corridor. We do not think the managed lanes are functional as to access points. 

CTC does not think this project is ready to go to a DEIS but especially it is premature to
proceed as to Segment 3. We hope that TxDOT will hold additional public meetings (town
house style) and distribute numbers and data such as modeled traffic counts. We hope that
TxDOT will prepare a formal FEIS and will hold large scale public hearings for this $6.5B
project whether the FEIS is combined with a ROD or not.

--
Carol Caul
Advocacy Chair and Board Member
Citizens' Transportation Coalition
ph: 713-680-2500

Talk. Text. Crash.
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PO BOX 66532, HOUSTON TX 77266-6532
May 31, 2015

Mr Pat Henry
Director of Project Development
TxDOT District Office
P.O. 1386
Houston, Texas 77251-1386
Email: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov; (713) 802-5241

Re: Comments re IH-45 (NORTH HOUSTON HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT (CSJ 0912-00-146)) - 4th Meeting

The Citizens’ Transportation Coalition (CTC) respectfully submits the following comments
regarding the plans and drawings at the 4th Meeting for the IH-45 Project (NORTH HOUSTON
HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (CSJ 0912-00-146))t.

CTC is a Houston-based, all-volunteer nonprofit transportation organization which advocates
multi-modal transportation infrastructure, processes, and solutions that improve access to
mobility and quality of life for all. We are committed to the idea that public participation leads to
better projects. Since 2004, we have worked to engage residents of the 8-county Houston-
Galveston (H-GAC) area in the planning of transportation projects that affect our neighborhoods.

Summary
• CTC thinks that using MAP-21, which was just sprung on the citizens in April 2015 for

this project, requires the greatest of caution. The public disclosure and involvement
process for this project is too unfinished and too radical to proceed to a DEIS
without more fact gathering, public meetings, public disclosures, and input. Much greater
efficiency and use of the facilities could be achieved by listening to and integrating
downtown, neighborhood, and commercial users preferences while giving up little.

• This project does not provide an adequate LOS improvement in terms of increase in
speeds to warrant its cost, but it does provide safety improvements downtown, and it
does promote efficient, multi-use use of the ROW where roads are going to be depressed.
Some of the alignment features in Segment 2 are actually counterproductive to safety
and need to be changed.

• The 610/IH-45 interchange ought to be built as one of the first features of the project
since it is inherently unsafe.

• CTC applauds TxDOT’s plans to rebuild the bridges across the corridor.
• The drainage, flooding, noise, and other environmental issues requiring abatement

or mitigation are not usually presented until after the DEIS; this will have to change
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with MAP-21. The abatement and mitigation plans will have to be modeled and
documented and disclosed with the DEIS because of the lack of further public
involvement after the DEIS hearings.

• CTC applauds the use of depressed highway segments and thinks they will do much to
promote quality of life and aesthetics that attract business, but since IH-45 is a hurricane
evacuation route, the project will need studies of the use of the access roads, adequate
drainage and pump horsepower.

• The managed lanes are not optimally designed for access and revenue and appear to
serve as sort of a NAFTA highway. More access options for passenger vehicles, heavy
trucks, and transit to make shorter toll trips need to be examined for cost and feasibility.
Multi-modality is the law of the land, and use of public funds require support of it.

• The complex $3Billion Segment 3 design, which is slated to be built first, was just
sprung on the public at the April meetings, and is definitely not ready to be adopted
as a Preferred Alternative in a DEIS. The downtown Segment 3 is focused more on
creating a sort of large circulator to get folks from one highway to another, than with its
equally important use of promoting mobility and efficient use of transportation to
downtown. Changes are necessary, and they are not mere design refinements that TxDOT
can handle outside of public scrutiny and input in Reevaluations.

• It would help if multiple meetings were held with HNTB and stakeholders—owners and
public users-- (regardless of how many have already been held) to find out how the
streets are actually used downtown. Stadiums, courthouses, and planned dense
residences on the east side need better connectors to this system; loading docks to
Geo R Brown are blocked. The City has produced its Inner Loop Mobility Study that
should be consulted to glean information about traffic patterns.

• Rethinking should be done about the Pierce Elevated: access by Memorial Drive is cut
off. It may be that TxDOT thinks it can sell this land to pay for the downtown segment. It
should disclose that.

• We have to protect our downtown from further hollowing out. Twenty-first century
access and aesthetics can be combined and HNTB has the brains to do it. CTC
strongly supports the depressed areas of the freeway project and making more efficient
use of our earth’s footprint for transportation but wish lists for parks and ROW
abandonment may not be the most efficient use. The transportation co-benefit and use of
the land as a multi-modal facility (commuter rail, HSR, bus, light rail transit center)
either at Geo R Brown or Pierce Elevated should be considered. That could well be worth
the funds TxDOT would derive by selling the Pierce Elevated land to land developers.

• Certain planned access (entrance/exit) design changes in the Segment 2 create
demonstrably unsafe conditions for residents and run counter to long-time,
historical use, so more design changes are needed here. For example, there is no
justifiable corridor purpose in changing Houston to a one way street. Eliminating the
Quitman exit in favor of Main which has a light rail on it will drive heavy truck traffic to
Main and the light rail or to cut through the neighborhoods at schools.

• The Segment 1 ROW takings need to be examined and made public as to cost.
Businesses slated for taking seem to be cherry-picked based on flood plain maps lacking
granularity and data support. Segment 1 continues with the antiquated process of building
feeder roads which are a magnet for new development and further congestion. This
congestion has to be incorporated into the LOS predictions. In all areas environmental
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impacts and necessary permits and noise and flooding abatement and increased detention
measures have to be presented to the public.

Environmental Review Processes Have Changed
Substantially; We Do Not Think The Public Knows

CTC has major concerns with the lack of disclosure and explanation regarding the radical
changes that were adopted in MAP-21 and the 12/16/14 MOU between TxDOT and the FHWA.
The Memorandum of Understanding eliminating FHWA oversight was noted briefly in the
NHHIP April 2015 document, but its implications were not discussed.

Making one tiny disclosure in April 2015 documents regarding the change in process and
responsibility for this federal aid highway project is not sufficient and does not rise to the spirit
or letter of TxDOT’s new public involvement regulations.

On page 12 of the AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN, April
2015, TxDOT notes that there will be a DEIS circulated to the public, and there will be a hearing
and public comment on the DEIS. That will probably be the end of public comment. The DEIS
does not publish noise and other mitigation data, and certainly not the underlying science.

Page 12 states further: “Combined FEIS/Record of Decision (ROD) - TxDOT plans to
prepare a combined FEIS/ROD for the project as required by section 1319(b) of Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21). The ROD will document
TxDOT’s decision and will commit to mitigation of anticipated impacts. If the FEIS
makes substantial changes to the proposed action that are relevant to environmental or
safety concerns, or if there are significant new circumstances or information relevant to
environmental concerns that bear on the proposed action or its possible impacts, TxDOT
will consider separating the FEIS and ROD and providing additional time for public
comment.”

The open house meeting as a public involvement vehicle for presenting
Segment 3 to the public is not sufficient. CTC has long had a serious problem with
TxDOT’s reliance on these “Open House” buffet style meetings: important points are not
disseminated to all attendees rendering the public involvement and analysis marginal since there
is limited information provided to the public. These sorts of meetings might be beneficial at the
early scoping process or at the mitigation phase where concern about mitigation is more local,
but not at the pre- DEIS stage.

A great deal more work is needed on the design and more public involvement is needed to
warrant the project. This project is too big to cut off further involvement, and designate the
plans as the Preferred Alternative, and go to a DEIS. Too many changes have been made for
downtown that are not based on actual use or need for connectivity. Many more design changes
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for all Segments are necessary that go beyond internal or unilateral “design refinements” without
public notice and comment.

Environmental and noise impacts and abatement have to be documented
and budgeted for now.
Regardless of how many meetings are held, TxDOT must model, predict, publicly disclose, and
abate environmental impacts, particularly drainage and flooding, traffic noise even on elevated
structures, and construction noise. Now this must be done at the DEIS stage since that is the last
stage for public input and comment unless TxDOT determines the changes are “significant”
which it will not do.

Drainage on several fronts is a huge issue for this project.
CTC had seen at the third set of meetings, that TxDOT was using HCFCD ROW for TxDOT
ROW. CTC could not determine from the documents or at the April open house if this were still
true; TxDOT representatives said yes, but we are not certain. If so, we want to see necessary
documents from Harris County as much as we want to see that TxDOT will comply with
EPA/USACE Clean Water Act and permitting requirements. Obtaining necessary permits had
not been a strong suit of TxDOT in the past (eg Buffalo Bayou for 610 West reconstruction and
White Oak Bayou for 290/610 reconstruction), and we hope this has changed.

We salute TxDOT and its designers for plans to depress portions of the freeway and cantilever
lanes to cut land use, to cut noise, and to improve aesthetics for residents and businesses. But the
depressed lanes are part of an evacuation route and will need large pumping facilities, and
TxDOT will have to have plans and infrastructure to pump water to a specific detention location
and at a specific rate.

Noise abatement may be a large issue for residential neighborhoods. Plans
and budgets have to be made and disclosed now.
There is no data or other information at this stage for the public to scrutinize this impact. There
are plans to elevate the current ground level part of Segment 2 between 610 and Cavalcade. Any
elevated structures will throw out noise to stakeholders near the highway. Certainly these noise
levels will be above the long-standards regulatory standards. Moreover, TxDOT normally does
not include noise abatement budgets or studies in its DEIS. So with the new environmental
procedures, the public may not ever learn through environmental documents what sort of noise
abatement is appropriate and that TxDOT can now put noise barriers on road mounts.

Other divisions of TxDOT now support road mounted structures for elevated freeways, and
the Houston Division needs to get on board.

With the complexity of, and duration of construction for, this project, there
will need to be a specific plan for construction noise. I-45 South has been under
construction for decades, and we see that this project has the possibility of extended construction
and the impacts that carries.
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We hope that rushing to a DEIS will not give rise to the past practice of
letting plans sit on a shelf for years, then use them to construct a project
asserting that a meeting was held. A case in point is the Shepherd I-45 connector for
which there was one public meeting several miles away and several years ago attended by 3
persons.

In short, CTC strongly objects to the situation that other than the DEIS,
where the Preferred Alternative is chosen (and there is really currently only
one alternative) there may not be future large scale public meetings or
opportunity for public input for this $6.5B project because of the MAP-21
processes. We hope TxDOT makes a firm commitment that the FEIS/ROD combo will provide
for further input. TxDOT should not proceed by holding small one or one meetings with
stakeholders to refine the project particularly since it does not yet have the funds to construct the
project.

Purpose and Need for the Project: Reduce Congestion
The NHHIP must be evaluated as to its stated Purpose and Need and its
Performance prediction. One stated purpose of the project is to reduce
congestion. The scoping document numbers on their face showed only an
average gain in speed of over 3mph using far outdated traffic flow
predictions, in Segments 1 and 2, at a cost for the two segments of $3.5B.
That is not a Performance prediction that meets FHWA criteria. Whether TxDOT assumes
control of the project from FHWA, it still must comply with FHWA criteria.

In April 2015 the increase in speed was modified to express an increase in speed over the whole
corridor (Segments 1, 2, and 3): “up to 10mph”: Improve mobility by increasing peak hour travel
speeds by up to 10 mph on IH 45 between US 59 and Beltway 8 North by accommodating
projected population growth and latent demand in the corridor.” (NHHIP, pp 33,40). There was
no data to back up the increase of the “up to” amount. (The claimed average increase in speed
for Segment 3 is 24+mph, which is very aggressive, but that would give the average increase.)
This is nearly incredulous for such a complex area with so many interchanges and interchange
constrained speeds. TxDOT did distribute information at a May 2015 civic association meeting
showing 2011 traffic numbers for the segments; these numbers illustrate the no build alternative
but there is not a 20 year modeling and no rate of speed numbers can be inferred. Later numbers
through 2013 were released. The 2013 numbers are significantly lower at most points than the
earlier 2011 numbers which indicates modeling issues—both sets of numbers are not right.
TxDOT is working on more up to date numbers, but we do not have them for these comments.

Performance can only be predicted with good data. CTC does not think that TxDOT ought to
be moving to a DEIS for segments of the project totalling $3.5B project without disclosure
of current traffic flow models that warrant the project.
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Further, the public thinks after spending all that money that it will get significant mobility
improvement. CTC does not see that will happen.

Purpose and Need for the Project: Safety

CTC strongly supports the reconstruction of outdated and unsafe interchanges and the rebuilding
or reconstruction of bridges. The 610/45 interchange should be moved to the front of the line.

The current estimated cost of this road project is over $6B. We acknowledge that in large part the
plans do improve safety for the corridor as a whole, but as to particulars, some of the plans are
counterproductive and create or aggravate unsafe conditions. TxDOT should give great
deference to the neighborhoods who know how access and exits, local roads are historically used
by businesses, trucks, routes to school, and users of mobility who are not just passing through the
Houston area.

Comments Regarding Need For Or Approval Of Overall
Infrastructure Changes & Improvements

Improve access to managed lanes for mobility and revenue.
Given the current design of managed lanes, it is hard to see their purpose and need except for
persons coming from downtown or to use as a proxy for a NAFTA highway. CTC cannot tell if
persons can get on IH-45 managed lanes at the interchanges. Other states use designs that
facilitate access to toll and managed lanes and greater access could equal more toll revenue.

TxDOT should incorporate multimodal facilities when it rebuilds.
TxDOT should incorporate walkways and bike paths across local street bridges.

Depressed lanes; cover now where cut and cover design allows
TxDOT is to be commended for designing depressed lanes even if it meant doing away with
tunneling. This reflects efficient use of ROW and greater regard for neighborhoods for noise
impacts. There will be a need for a specific and public designation of where water will be
pumped to, and TxDOT cannot use its typical map stamping about detention facilities that they
are “Subject to Change.”

CTC’s view is that portions of the depressed road that allow for cover should be covered when
the road is built if it is going to be done. TxDOT has said third party money will have to be
raised for the covers. Some CTC reps think the land should be used for additional multimodal
facilities with or without a park. Other agencies may definitely be willing to defray the cost of
additional strength and prettification to be able to share the facilities. Regardless, if another
party(ies) are funding, very specific agreements will have to be reached regarding liability for
repairs and operations. Waiting to cover the cut until later will be far more cumbersome to
drivers
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------------------------------------------------------------------------

Segment 1 - the Sam Houston Tollway to Loop 610
The IH 610/IH-45 interchange should be built first, probably of all the
features.
The IH-610/IH-45 interchange ought to be built as one of the first features of the corridor since
its current state is inherently unsafe. This should be a top priority since federal aid highway
statutes make safety a mandatory attribute of federal aid highway plans.

Making this Segment 1 of IH-45 so much wider will just serve to dump more
traffic, including truck traffic, on the already stressed IH-610 Loop or
US59/69.
CTC and the public do not have a document with current traffic model predictions to give a
quantified discussion.

CTC’s position regarding Segment 1, which is a massive Katy Freeway
pancake style widening, requires a huge amount of takings both of land
and ongoing businesses, with a relatively small gain in LOS.
This segment is described as mostly bordered by commercial properties. CTC’s examination of
the maps shows there are also a number of churches and other institutions. CTC states TxDOT
needs to rethink which properties will be taken and not be so dismissive of commercial
properties.

The plan is to take additional right of way on the west side from the Beltway 8 to Airline Drive,
then crossing over the current alignment to take property east of the freeway from Airline to
Loop 610. TxDOT representatives have said at meetings that this change over for the takings is
driven by the floodway maps. Looking at the maps, CTC sees that garages and car parts stores
will be taken, but sexually oriented businesses will be spared. There are numerous churches and
at least one major hospital in the floodway. CTC is appalled at the unspoken attitude toward the
targeted businesses that they are wholly expendable, but when it comes to traffic noise barriers,
TxDOT uses these commercial businesses as a shield to deny the residences noise abatement.
That is wholly inconsistent. The whole corridor is near or crosses Little White Oak Bayou, White
Oak Bayou, and Buffalo Bayou. Whether a given small business is or is not in the floodway
should not drive taking decisions.

The takings need to be examined both as to cost, reduction on tax rolls, crude floodway maps,
and most importantly impacts on ongoing businesses. There is a large amount of land taken,
businesses destroyed, local tax roles reduced for little benefit. TxDOT appears more ready to
take an ongoing profitable business because it is not inside a floodway drawing (a drawing to
which CTC does not accord a lot of scientific credence) than take over a sexually oriented
business, which land it could get cheaper simply because it is inside a drawn floodway boundary.
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Fairness and Disclosures.
There are economic justice implications regarding the takings. We assume these lower income
persons will get a fair deal and will receive environmental abatement also.

Drainage issues are as important for the extra impervious surface as for
depressed highway.
Huge amounts of impervious surface will be added. Just as a depressed section needs pumps, the
Segment 1 pancake will need greater amounts of real estate for additional retention facilities and
associated pumping power.

We doubt adequate disclosures and public involvement are being afforded
to the Segment 1 minority businesses or area residential stakeholders.
TxDOT should commit to meet with elected representatives (state, county,
and city) about the takings along Segment 1.

After the Shepherd Connector dust up/situation, CTC assumes adequate notice has been given
not only to residents, but also to elected officials regarding the Segment 1 plans including taking
plans.

Most of the attendees at the Shepherd connector town hall at which elected officials demanded
TxDOT advise what was going on were minorities. At this meeting, TxDOT owned up that it had
held one meeting about the I-45 Shepherd direct connectors several years ago, and that meeting
was held several miles from the actual site of the connectors. Only 3 persons had attended.
TxDOT went on to admit it did no further public outreach for the project. CTC used reasonable
efforts, but it could not find a notice for the “several years ago” meeting or venue in the
Chronicle archives or a note about the meeting on TxDOT’s database for meetings.

Segment 2 –610 Loop to Interstate 10

Within the 610 Loop, the freeway will be widened and remain above most local streets, south to
Cavalcade. Between 10 feet and 80 feet of additional right of way will be acquired to add the
managed lanes, shoulders and bike and pedestrian amenities along the frontage roads.

Between Cavalcade and IH-10, the plans are to depress the main lanes and managed lanes and
build two-lane frontage roads and sidewalks in each direction atop the freeway.

Neighborhood preferences for entrances and exits are driven by safety and
historic use. As long as they do not materially affect safety or mainlane
configuration, they should be honored

There is no need to change so many entrances and exits. No net safety or
mobility benefit to overall project by TxDOT insisting on changes to
historical use of local streets and highway entrances and exits.
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Use of HCFCD ROW as TxDOT ROW when flooding and drainage are major
concerns
CTC strongly supports the depressed lanes, so it wants to know whether HCFCD has consented
to TxDOT counting as TxDOT ROW the HCFCD easements. CTC needs to know what liability
and rights HCFCD has and whether a consensus has been reached. If there is no agreement,
should the public discount the depressed area?

Hurricane Route: Obligation for flooding and drainage impacts
IH-45 is a major hurricane evacuation route. The management of water on the highway,
particularly at depressed areas, will need to be subject to a plan, eg using the frontage roads.

Segment 3 - IH-10 to U.S. 59: Major Reroute of I-45 and
interconnecting highways and local streets downtown

Segment 3 seems to be designed as a group of loosely connected interchanges to move vehicles
from one road to another plus a downtown functionality. It is this latter role for which the current
design needs a lot more development. The designers would be well served to meet with the
management districts, developers, and city planners, and to hold public meetings for more
information and input regarding their planned and historical uses of vehicular mobility in the
downtown area.

The downtown segment of the I-45 proposal (Segment 3) is not remotely ready as to its
large scale or its integration with and optimal connection to local streets. It certainly is not
ready to go to a DEIS.

The complex plans for Segment 3 were only sprung on the public in April 2015. This is not a
reasonable amount of time for public involvement as envisioned under the Title 43 TAC
regulations.

TxDoT should engage in interagency coordination to encourage
incorporation of multimodal public transportation options into the IH45
project.

CTC asserts the I-45 project also carries with it the far reaching possibility of a joint venture with
the proposed high speed rail project of Texas Central Railway or a commuter rail in lieu of
eliminating the Pierce Elevated surface ROW or a joint venture using the area behind Geo R
Brown as a combination highway and rail station, and we hope the designers will take that up
with TCR to cut TxDOT highway costs and provide real estate for TCR or commuter rail.
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At the third meeting an alternative was to use existing ROW and make the
downtown loop a one way circulator. When looking at the $3B April
solution, citizens are owed an explanation as to why the one way plan is
dropped without comment.
The new plans presented in April were not a result of years of planning, or at least not with the
public involved. Tunnels, especially around the Pierce Elevated were dropped without comment.
Another alternative had been to make the Pierce Elevated portion one way and route the other
way around downtown following 59/69 and I-10 saving right-of-way costs and improving
functionality.

The Inner Loop Mobility Studies should be incorporated or at least
referenced with regard to the historical and planned use of local streets.
There will be a need for a lot of merchant and city official support that will be improved by
future public meetings with a wide range of stakeholders to integrate the highways with the uses
of the highways to get to and from the downtown area. Project engineers need to meet with local
people to avoid costly and stupid design mistakes; eg blocking off loading ramps to Geo R
Brown Convention Center (an apparent mistake) and not providing for southbound access for the
courthouses, sports arena, and planned and platted high rises in the southeast downtown.

Segment 3 needs functionality improvement for local streets.

1. Lack of southbound entrances for the courthouses, office buildings,
and new high rise dwellings being planned for the east side of
downtown.

2. Lack of adequate connectivity for Geo R Brown, Toyota, Compass,
Minute Maid sports facilities to highways.
Below grade connectors could be a good addition to solve this problem. Consideration
should be given to incorporating below grade connectors from sport and civic venue
parking structures into north and southbound below grade freeway lanes.

3. Rethink the ROW use of the Pierce Elevated: among other things,
Memorial Drive is totally disconnected
Many stakeholders wanted the Pierce Elevated to be tunneled. CTC did not hear much
call from stakeholders to abandon totally that ROW for highway use. The Pierce Elevated
per se is outdated and unsafe, but it could be rebuilt to serve another purpose or function.
HNTB should go back to the drawing board and rethink how it could be used. Right now
Memorial Drive, which is a major arterial is disconnected from a freeway to which it had
historically been connected by this spur.

Segment 3 is really two segments: the First Ward and the rest of downtown
and neartown and midtown. First Ward preferences for entrances and exits
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are driven by safety and historic use and the First Ward recommended
design changes should be adopted.
Appropriate design changes should be made to reflect First Ward stakeholders’ well thought out
comments. As long as their design changes do not materially affect safety or mainlane
configuration, they should be incorporated into the design. CTC thinks these changes will not
only maintain the FW property values, but also enhance future investment and residential growth
in the area.

Conclusion
Significant study of Segment 3 is necessary. Major scrutiny and analysis must be made of how
streets are used downtown. Different highways cannot just dump traffic onto different areas.
There is a real need for connectivity in certain downtown areas. The Pierce Elevated or area
behind Geo R Brown should be considered for multi-modal facilities including commuter rail or
high speed rail. The managed lanes should be studied for greater opportunities to access and exit
and to enhance tolls. Preferences for Segment 2 and 3 neighborhoods and businesses, including
trucking businesses, for entrances and exits to the main lanes should be adopted; they do not
seem to interfere with safety and certainly do not harm the proposed LOS. Segment 1 takings
must be fair and fair business loss practices must be utilized. TxDOT should reconsider the
scientific support of the floodways maps that are driving its takings; they may be able to get land
cheaper.

Under no circumstances should TxDOT proceed to a DEIS with the current plans. TxDOT
should have further meetings and comments to prepare and FEIS and not skip steps as it is
authorized to do under MAP-21 or even combine the FEIS and ROD. The IH-45 project is too
large for expedited processes. There will be too much push back from elected officials, and if
other agencies or entities such as HCFCD, FRA, or EPA/USACE become involved, accelerated
processes at this lead time and expense level are not appropriate.

Submitted May 31, 2015

Best Regards,

/s/ Dexter R. Handy, Chair
Citizens’ Transportation Coalition (CTC)
phone: 832-724-8753 email:
Contributors: Carol Caul, Advocacy Chair and Board Member; Tom Dornbusch, CTC Board
Member and Media Chair; Dexter Handy, Chair, CTC; Ed Browne, Board Member; Jim Weston,
CTC Member; Marci Perry, CTC Board Member
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Mr. Pat Henry 
Director of Project Development 
Texas Department of Transportation - Houston District 
P.O. Box 1386 
Houston, TX 77251-1386 

christotspieler RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project, CSJ No. 0912-00-146 
Barron F. Wallace 

President & 
Chief Executive 

Officer 

Thomas C. Lambert 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the Texas Department of 
Transportation (TxDOT) on the North Houston Highway Improvement Project. METRO 
would like to offer the following comments on the proposed recommended alternative for 
Segments 1, 2 and 3. Each of the following comments was developed by several 
METRO departments including Planning, Operations, and Engineering and offer our 
assessment of potential impacts to METRO's facilities and operations. 

General Comments: 
1. The proposed recommended alternative would increase METRO's operations costs. We 

estimate that the revenue hour impact to METRO of closing the Downtown HOV 
Connector would be approximately $3.5 million/year. The revenue hour impact to 
METRO of decreasing access to 1-45 N from Downtown is estimated to be approximately 
$8.4 million/year. These amounts do not include the non-revenue costs or the costs of 
buying new buses to maintain on time performance. 

2. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funded some of ramp connectors to 
Downtown. If the ramps are removed, the FTA would require partial reimbursement for 
those facilities. For example, the existing CBD Connector Ramp from 1-10 W to Franklin 
Street will be removed and not replaced. Since the ramp was funded by the FTA, 
METRO would be required to reimburse FTA for the non-depreciated costs of the 
structure. The costs of any FTA reimbursements should be included in the total project 
cost. 

2. TxDOT's plan does not show the transition from bi-directional managed lanes to 
reversible barrier separated HOV/HOT lane. There is a note to connect to the "future 
managed lanes". 

3. METRO does not know the plan for HOV enforcement on the managed lanes. It should 
be considered early in the planning phase to ensure that the most efficient enforcement 
is provided. 

Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris County, Texas 
1900 Main• P.O. Box 61429 •Houston, Texas 77208-1429 

713-635-4000 • RideMETRO.org E 290-1



Mr. Pat Henry 
Director of Project Development 

Texas Department of Transportation 
June 2, 2015 

4. METRO wants to better understand the impacts to the East End and Southeast LRTs if 1-
45 N is reconstructed parallel to US 59 S on the southeast side of Downtown. 

5. METRO would need to work with TxDOT to develop a plan that minimizes impacts to its 
service and operations during construction. 

6. METRO has an agreement with the City of Houston that defines on which streets 
METRO buses can operate. That agreement may be impacted by TxDOT's plan. 

Segment 1: Beltway 8 to 1-61 O 
7. Although the schematics maintain the T-Ramp at Crosstimbers, TxDOT has requested 

that METRO consider eliminating this ramp. There is an inbound slip ramp from inbound 
1-45 managed lanes and a slip ramp to outbound 1-45 managed lanes about 9,000 ft. (1 -
% mi.) north of this location to replace these movements. This is the same slip ramp 
mentioned in Comment 11 below. The Crosstimbers T-Ramp should be preserved to 
accommodate anticipated growth in the Northline Transit Center area. Elimination of this 
structure would result in buses operating in the congested main lanes from Crosstimbers 
to Downtown. 

8. AT-Ramp direct connection to the North Shepherd Park and Ride lot would be added. It 
would only be used by one bus route (the 212 Seton Lake). The North Shepherd lot is 
not anticipated to grow demand. This facility is essential for delivery of service. 

9. The proposed recommended alternative maintains the wishbone ramp at Aldine Bender. 
It provides two lanes in each direction from downtown to the wishbone ramp and one 
lane in each direction from there to Beltway 8. 

Segment 2: 1-610 to 1-10 
10. Northbound connectivity from Houston Avenue to North Main should be preserved in 

order to reduce cut-through traffic through the Woodland Heights neighborhood. METRO 
Route 44 will use this connection once System Reimagining is implemented in August. 
Losing that connection would result in placing two local routes inside neighborhoods 
which have opposed the New Bus Network. 

11. The proposed recommended alternative eliminates direct connection to/from Quitman 
and direct connection to westbound 1-10 and from eastbound 1-10. A slip ramp to 
outbound 1-45 and from inbound 1-45 managed lanes is provided about 16,000 feet (3 
miles) north of this location to replace these movements. METRO is concerned that the 
distance will require drivers to navigate through the most congested section of 1-45. 

12. Flood mitigation is a concern for the depressed section of 1-45 N from Cavalcade to 
Quitman. 
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Segment 3 Downtown Loop System 

Mr. Pat Henry 
Director of Project Development 

Texas Department of Transportation 
June 2, 2015 

13. TxDOT's plans show that the Heiner Street layover (on the west side of Downtown) 
would be removed. This site is currently used to layover routes from three freeway 
corridor and the Woodlands Express. If the Pierce Elevated is removed, METRO 
requests that TxDOT preserve a portion of the space underneath for a new Downtown 
METRO bus layover. 

14. Several of the connections from Downtown streets to the freeway system will be 
removed. METRO is very concerned about the implications of those removals to its 
service. 
a. St. Joseph will not have an entrance ramp to northbound 1-45, eastbound 1-10 or 

westbound 1-10, concentrating traffic on Pease. 
b. There will no longer be an entrance to northbound 1-45 from Louisiana, 

concentrating traffic on Travis. 
c. There will no longer be an eastbound exit from 1-10 to Dallas, Jefferson or Pierce. 

This traffic will have to take U-59 southbound, exit on the east side of Downtown and 
use surface streets for access to the west side of the Downtown area or exit onto 
Providence Street to Naylor/San Jacinto. It would then use surface streets again to 
get to the west side of Downtown. 

d. The northbound exits from 1-45 to Allen Parkway and Memorial Drive will be 
eliminated. METRO is concerned that the removal will reduce access to those 
roads. 

METRO's foremost concern is the continued safety and reliability of the services that we 
provide to Harris County residents and businesses. The final recommended alternative 
must keep METRO facilities and operations whole or better than our current state. We 
look forward to continued cooperation with TxDOT on this important mobility project. 

oberto Trevino 
Executive Vice President, 
Planning, Engineering & Construction 

cc: Andrew Skabowski, Vice President, Operations 
Kurt Luhrsen, Vice President, Service Planning & Transit System Reimagining 
Clint Harbert, Sr. Director, System Planning 

Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris County, Texas 
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From: Kelly Lark
To: Matthews, Patty
Subject: NHHIP Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 10:02:00 AM

Comment.

Kelly Lark
Environmental Coordinator, TxDOT, Houston District
(713) 802-5989

From: Pat Henry 
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 3:56 PM
To: Kelly Lark
Subject: FW: Houston I-45 - Pierce Skypark

From: HOU-PIOWebMail 
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 2:50 PM
To: Pat Henry
Subject: FW: Houston I-45 - Pierce Skypark

Kristina Hadley
Public Information Office
TxDOT-Houston District
Phone: (713) 802-5076
Kristina.Hadley@txdot.gov

Follow us on twitter @txdothoustonpio
Watch us @www.youtube.com/txdotpio

From: Wendy Heger  
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 9:05 AM
To: HOU-PIOWebMail
Subject: Houston I-45 - Pierce Skypark

Please keep the Pierce Skypark as an option in the plans as you proceed. It could prove to be a better use of
funds than demolition.

Wendy Heger

9906 Cliffwood Drive

Houston, TX 77096

713-806-6661

E 291
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Mar 26, 2015 10:01 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

J. Livingston  
2505 Washington Ave  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider tunneling or lowering IH 10 under N Main St. It is a huge problem in our neighborhood. Thank 
you 

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 08, 2015 6:24 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Reid Ruple  
1003 Caplin St.  
Houston, Texas, 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I think this plan is to little too late. Improvements were needed 15 years ago and now all you want to do is add 
toll lanes. NO MORE TOLL ROADS!! Rebuild I-45 in the same manor as I-10 Katy was without all the tolls. 
Plan for the future and stop planning for the past. Houston is growing!!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Fri, Apr 10, 2015 4:51 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

J. Livingston  
2505 Washington Ave  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider tunneling or lowering IH 10 under N Main St. It is a huge problem in our neighborhood. Thank 
you  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 13, 2015 10:04 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ronald Sutter  
1921 Brun  
Houston, TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To Whom it May Concern: I-10 is a segment that is in sore need of rethinking. Living nearby and doing 
business in the area, it is a nuisance to the neighborhood day and night. First, it is extremely loud and 
polluting. The rumble of the cars creating a literal and virtual wall to downtown is menacing. The access under 
it could not be worse. The better streets are the ones that pass over it close to the St. Arnold's brewery - Hardy 
and McKee. N Main and especially San Jacinto are horrible. Why must this freeway cut off our communities so 
much? Why have you not taken steps to connect communities rather than divide them? The way that I-10 
passes through downtown Houston is as bad as the BQE passing through the Bronx and Queens. Robert 
Moses style thinking, the kind that has created segregation and economic disparity, on display in 2015 in 
Texas is shameful. Please consider lowering or tunneling I-10 from the interchange with I-45 to, at least, 
Elysian St. Then, reconnect the streets that are cut off by on and off ramps so that the Near Northside isn't so 
isolated. Thank you, TXDoT. Best, Ron Sutter  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 15, 2015 1:50 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ignacio Morales  
5324 N. Freeway, Ste. 130  
Houston, TX 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I want to ask you co-operation to please decide to expand the I45 on the west side of the highway. We want to 
keep the 12 employee-business running on the east side of the highway. Please try the west side of the said 
road.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 20, 2015 11:45 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jesus Morales  
1710 Fulton  
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Houston, TX 77009  
  

Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Dear TXDoT, thank you for the opportunity to communicate my thoughts and feelings on the proposed I-10 
and I-45 reconstruction. If the Pierce Elevated is abandoned, as it appears it will be, I fully back the plans by 
Page Southerland Page to create the Pierce Skypark: http://www.pierceskypark.com/. As for I-10, it needs to 
be tunneled just as Hwy 59 is planned to be tunneled. Even if the tunneling is 2 levels, it needs to be tunneled 
or at least trenched. The pollution and the noise are simply unbearable as they are. Any additional levels or 
capacity above ground will just make the neighborhoods surrounding even more undesirable. TXDoT, please 
consider the Near Northside and northern downtown in your plans for I-10. Our community needs your 
support, just as the other communities that surround downtown do. Please, please consider. Thank you, Jesus 
Morales  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, Apr 24, 2015 8:48 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Sue St Michael  
5822 Golden Forest Drive  
Houston, TX 77092  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
You need to finish HWY 290 before you start working on other freeways. I can think of better ways to use $6B than 
relocate a freeway - which, I suspect, will do nothing to ease congestion. Your movement of access ramps onto 
290 and I10 has greatly increased congestion on the NW part of town.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, Apr 24, 2015 9:29 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Nathan Radtke  
54 Sandwell Place  
Spring, TX 77389  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The new proposals from the 4th public meeting are fantastic. What an amazing opportunity to transform downtown 
Houston, reconnect Midtown/East End with downtown, and help with traffic congestion. Please consider these 
plans (especially in regards to sinking the freeway inside the loop and by the GRB and eliminating the Pierce 
Elevated). Thank you for considering many of the concerns that people had! I commute daily on I-45 and this 
would be wonderful!  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sat, Apr 25, 2015 4:37 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

William A. McWhorter  
607 Spencer St.  
Brenham, TX  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
This comment references the plan for the downtown Houston freeway loop. I have three sets of concerns that I 
think should merit greater consideration. First, it appears that this plan will reduce mobility between south and 
southeast Houston and the connections to Memorial Drive and Allen Parkway. The Pierce Elevated serves this 
connection and removing it will add significant time and/or distance to commuters between these areas. 
Secondly, I am concerned that the number of ramps into and out of the downtown area may be reduced in 
number and may serve to concentrate traffic along a handful of mostly eastern and northern approaches to 
downtown. If traffic patterns on the downtown grid become less balanced in terms of the direction of travel, then 
that can create congestion and gridlock. Also, because there are several sports stadia and a convention center 
near the ramps into east downtown, congestion related to special events may cause backups onto the freeway 
system. In order to address these two concerns, I would suggest that the Pierce Elevated right of way should be 
utilized for a set of ramps that serve the south side of downtown and the north side of Midtown. Doing this would 
also more effectively serve the Midtown neighborhood because whereas only a handful of east-west streets are 
continuous through Midtown, nearly all of its north-south streets are continuous. My third concern is that an 
opportunity is being missed to tie the managed lanes together through downtown in order to form a bidirectional 
regional network. The advantage of doing this is that a commuter living in Pearland could use the managed 
lanes to go the Texas Medical Center, Downtown, Greenspoint, or IAH; and likewise, commuters coming from 
the north could travel directly to the TMC. I am sure that the option would be popular with commuters and would 
command a very high toll price (if using congestion pricing). This is also a tremendous opportunity here to 
expand METRO's Park & Ride service to the Texas Medical Center and to improve its average speeds. In order 
to satisfy this concern, TXDoT should consider taking additional right of way in east downtown that includes both 
Hamilton and St. Emanuel Streets. The entire width of that right of way can be excavated and paved below-
grade, with the surface streets rebuilt so that they are cantilevered over a wider set of freeway and managed 
lanes. Taking this additional land would also provide a larger staging area during construction so that hopefully 
more lanes can be kept open continuously throughout the project. I hope that my suggestions are clear and 
understandable, but please let me know if you have any questions.  

 

 

  

   

   

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 10:13 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Joseph Norton  
340B Parkview  
HOUSTON, Texas, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Regarding the Segment 2 south section between Cavalcade St. and Quitman St. I live near the east end of 
Parkview Street, just west of I45. The I45 freeway noise on our street is constant and loud. No actions to date 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
have been taken to improve noise and air quality in this area. As a result of this situation, our overall quality of life 
is lowered, and our property values are lower. In the previous meeting I was told that studies will be performed to 
correct the noise levels. My recollection of what I was verbally told is something like this; “measures will be put in 
place to ensure that noise levels meet the current standard even 15 years after the construction is complete”. The 
presentation for the 4th Public meeting states: “- Between Cavalcade St. and Quitman St • Mainlanes are 
depressed • Frontage roads are at grade • No new right of way required, except at intersections” If my recollection 
of what I was verbally told in the last meeting is accurate and the statement about the section between Cavalcade 
St. and Quitman St. is also accurate, my concerns will have been addressed and I will be very pleased. I would 
like clarification, in writing, for the subsection south of North Street to Quitman Street, specifically: 1. In regards to 
noise reduction, I request to see, in writing, what is planned by TXDOT and what TXDOT is required by law to do. 
2. In that subsection, the plan shows no frontage roads. Since there are no frontage roads covering the mainlanes 
and helping to reduce the noise generated by traffic in that subsection, how will the noise reduction be 
accomplished? 3. Little White Oak Bayou crosses under the near Parkview Street. How is it possible to depress 
the mainlanes and allow the upstream drainage of Little White Oak Bayou? I will attend the 4th public meeting and 
re-submit my questions there. I will add additional comments to this site based on what I learn.  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 5:24 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Joe Bradshaw  
8015 Log Hollow Dr  
Houston, TX 77040-2664  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I think the proposal to turn the pierce elevated into a skypark is a great idea.I could be promoted as an aerial 
version of San Antonio's Riverwalk, with paths, green space, or whatever one's imagination could come up with. 
Besides, like the Astrodowm, the pierce elevated is one of Houston's iconic structures that many of us native 
Houstonians have used. The skypark would be a great addition to Houston's downtown attractions.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 5:47 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Nicolas Carvajal  
8802 Blackcherry Crossing  
Katy  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
With this project 23 ACRES of concrete will not go to waste and will provide a greener alternative of this highway. 
It will create an yet another great park in Houston' and will add to our cities' beauty. This elevated park will also 
facilitate transportation for daily bike users and influence more people to start riding their bikes. This is a great 
overall alternative to demolishing the highway that will only improve our city to become a more sustainable and 
awesome place to live in.  
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Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 5:56 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Victor Benitez  
519 Highland St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To this: http://www.houstonchronicle.com/local/gray-matters/article/What-should-Houston-do-with-the-Pierce-
Elevated-6223832.php?t=4d0b8b4364d4bfc38c&cmpid=email-premium  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 6:54 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sarah Rigdon  
2800 Jeanetta  
Houston, TX 77063  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Add another vote for using the Pierce as an elevated park! What a lovely, economical, stand-out use of the space.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 9:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jeffrey Ragsdale  
9614 Highmeadow  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
1. This project needs to be able to fit future commuter rail. We don't need to build that rail now or anytime soon, 
conservatives, but we can be ready. 2. 2-way HOV is critical. Imagine how good that will be for Park & Ride 
service! 3. Use materials that will not break down all-too-soon, resulting in potholes, etc. Spend now. Not later.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:  
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 11:00 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Toni Rao-Delgado  
4602 Forest Home Drive  
Missouri City, TX 77459  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I like the idea of turning the Pierce Elevated into a park. Please do not tear it down. It's a landmark that could be 
turned into something unique for Houston that all people can experience. I work in Mid-Town Houston and 
commute from Missouri City every day.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 11:11 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Natalia Heredia  
1115 Nashua St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support not demolishing the Pierce Elevated in Houston if I-45 is re-routed and instead turning it into a park.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Sun, Apr 26, 2015 11:29 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jay Patel  
736 Hartman Street  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I think turning the I45 Pierce elevated into multi-purpose public areas would be an asset to the central Houston 
area. It may increase housing density, make better use of public transport and further revitalize the downtown and 
surrounding areas.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 9:26 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Isaiah  
15307 ripplestream  
Houston TX 77068  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
It needs to have water! Perhaps even something where kids and adults can swim or run through sprinklers!!! And 
definitely needs a dog park for houstons canine lovers  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 10:49 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Charles Boisseau  
100 Blue Ridge Trail  
Austin, TX 78746  

  
Employed = True  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
We need to create the Pierce elevated park, to make lemonade out lemons. Imagine the Pierce Elevated as a park 
Instead of demolishing the freeway, why not put it to a great use? Houston Chronicle 4/26/15 3:40pm By Lisa Gray 
"Imagine something big," says John Cryer, an architect at Page Southerland Page. "Really big." He's talking about 
the Pierce Elevated Freeway, the raised stretch of I-45 that hooks around the west side of downtown Houston. 
With an eye toward improving traffic flow, the Texas Department of Transportation is proposing to re-route I-45 — 
and to do so in such a way that would leave the roughly two miles of the Pierce Elevated out of a job. And that, 
say Cryer and other urban dreamers, could be a huge opportunity for Houston. What if, instead of tearing down 
the Pierce Elevated at an enormous cost, the freeway structure became the base for an elevated linear park — a 
Houston version of New York's High Line or Paris's Promenade Plantée? "Pierce Skypark," Cryer and two other 
Page architects call the idea. He, Tami Merrick and Marcus Martínez have been working on it pro bono, hoping 
that a powerful public or private entity would take the idea and run with it. Their presentations have been received 
warmly: Pierce SkyPark's Facebook page has more than a thousand "likes." Martínez's dream-big conceptual 
sketches give a sense of the proposal's size and potential. The park that he and the rest of his team imagine 
would be 1.97 miles long, and cover 37.7 acres — an astonishing swath of parkland so near downtown. By 
comparison, New York's High Line, built atop an unused freight-rail line, is significantly shorter (only 1.45 miles) 
and much, much skinnier (13 acres). Besides the obvious paths for bikes and pedestrians, Martínez says, there'd 
be room atop the Pierce Elevated to install all sorts of attractions. Maybe a golf range; or a bike-in theater; a 
conference center; gardens; or a greenhouse for native plants to be installed along Buffalo Bayou. Oscar 
Slotboom, the author of the book Houston Freeways, offers a different vision and different drawings. He 
emphasizes that a park focused on recreation — chiefly walking, jogging and biking — could be created at a 
relatively low cost. And he also notes the historic value of saving the freeway structure. Freeways, he notes, have 
shaped the Houston we know. But essentially, both Slotboom and the Page architects make the same argument: 
That the Pierce Elevated should not be demolished. That tearing it down would cost the Department of 
Transportation millions of dollars. And that leaving it would give Houston the opportunity to create something 
great. The Texas Department of Transportation is currently holding meetings and accepting online comments on 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
its proposal to reroute I-45. (Downtown construction of the new freeway could start after 2017.) So the time for 
citizens to speak up is now, says Tami Merrick of the Skypark team. "We wouldn't have to build it all at once," says 
Martínez. "We could build it in stages, as there's money, like they did with the High Line." "And as long as we don't 
demolish the Pierce Elevated, we're in business," says Cryer. "It wouldn't take much at all to make it ready for 
bikes and pedestrians." "The park could be a huge asset," says Slotboom. "It would be a shame to waste it."  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 10:58 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

CAROLINE WALKER  
2436 Bissonnet St.  
Houston, TX 77005  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please turn the Pierce Elevated into a High Line-style park!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 12:04 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Carol Liffman  
201 Msin St # 6G  
Houston. TX 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The Peirce Elevated Skypark is one of the best ideas I've heard of! This would be great for all of us who live 
downtown plus showcase Houston as a progressive city.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 2:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Peter Glynn  
3710 Bradley Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Conversion of the Pierce Elevated to a linear park and bike trail is a fantastic, forward-looking idea for Houston. I 
completely support the concept. In order to win the future, Houston must continue to develop its technology, 
healthcare and energy industries and attract top talent. We compete with San Francisco, LA, Boston. We need 
progressive urban development that will draw top talent to Houston. Our climate and our landscape can be a 
challenge for folks used to these other cities. We therefor need to do everything possible to make Houston 
greener, smarter and people-friendly in terms of infrastructure. The Buffalo Bayou development was a great effort. 
We need more things like this. AND we need to see these kinds of projects as a long term INVESTMENT that will 
pay off in spades. Do something bold and say yes to a Pierce Elevated re-development that is good for people, 
good for Houston and good for Texas. That is good business IMO P. Glynn  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 2:15 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Paul M Liffman  
201 Main St #6G  
Houston TX 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Redevelop the Pierce Elevated once I-45 gets rerouted; like the High Line in New York it could provide an 
excellent urban park space and save taxpayers a lot of money in terms of demolition costs.  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Apr 27, 2015 3:36 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Erin Kline  
3919 Essex Lane 143  
Houston, TX 77027  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I love the skyway/park idea!!!  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, Apr 28, 2015 8:49 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Claudia Bond  
31019 Edgewater Drive  
Magnolia Texas 77354  
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Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
That is an excellent idea to create a park out of the freeway, remembers the old and gives a foundation for the 
new, a renewed purpose, this is called progress, with a great respect for whats been before. Could it also provide 
drink/convenience stations? A place for street parties??  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, Apr 28, 2015 9:02 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

cymene howe  
1307 buckner St  
houston TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I would be really pleased to see this park established. It will be critical however to provide SHADE either with 
fabric visors or trees, whatever it takes, but no park in Houston should exist without adequate amounts of shade. I 
would also like to see a children's play are (shaded); there are far too few in our city  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, Apr 28, 2015 11:00 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Andrew Streckfuss  
19415 Craigchester Lane  
Spring, Texas 77388  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
It looks like you have your work cut out for you. My question is why there is no provision for a Rail of some kind - 
not even an easement. Please don't be short sighted, this really needs to be a component of the plan! More 
concrete and buses can only solve part of the traffic problem. Think 20 - 30 years from now. Imagine if the HCTRA 
had planned for AND incorporated a path for Rail on the Sam Houston Tollway with light rail connections in a 
spoke format around the loop - THAT is a long range plan for mobility. If you are going to all of this effort and 
expense, Rail needs to be in the solution somewhere! - even if it is just an easement!!  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Tue, Apr 28, 2015 12:46 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jeff Whitsett  
1627 Sage St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am all for re-routing around the Pierce. But please keep it as an urban park and dont demolish it!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, Apr 28, 2015 2:44 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

K Rowland  
5045 Crenshaw Rd., #721  
Pasadena, TX 77505  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I drive the Gulf Fwy into downtown every day and there is already a problem with people trying to go 59 N, having 
both 45 & 59 at the same place would be a disaster. How do you propose we get to Memorial Drive and/or Allen 
Parkway without having to go on the downtown surface streets? People who want to go downtown will, those who 
just want to get thru the downtown area to get elsewhere will be very frustrated having to use downtown suface 
streets. And making a park out of Pierce Elevated is stupid! We are not New York and why can't Pierce Elevated 
be left along?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, Apr 28, 2015 4:17 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Alison Campestre  
3410 Louisiana St  
HOUSTON  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Widening and "fixing" highways has been shown to have little to no effect on commute times. Stop widening 
highways and start putting in effective public transportation, like high-speed rails, to get more drivers off the roads! 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
This would be an effective way to actually reduce commute times!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 8:39 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Blaine Davis  
2921 Bissonnet  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
While the idea of getting rid of the Pierce elevated portion of I-45 is attractive, a huge double freeway on the east 
side of downtown Houston will further serve to cut off the slowly reinvigorating area to the east of the freeway. 
Walking will be less pleasant if you need to go under two freeways, and increased noise in what is becoming a 
residential area will be to the detriment of the neighborhood.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 10:33 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Erica Robinson  
5942 Spellman Rd.  
Houston, TX, 77096  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
My union hall is located at 5771 Enid. How do I find out whether or not this property will be effected by the 
proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 10:53 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Maureen Hart  
9435 Portal Dr  
Houston, TX 77031  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Benefit = False  
 
We need the Pierce Elevated to be the Pierce Skypark instead of demolition. The green space will be 
welcome.More bikes and walking.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 11:18 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Eric Block  
2951 Marina Bay Dr Ste 130-374  
League City TX 77573  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
My Concerns are only with 1-45 South connecting to I-45 North through Downtown and the I-59/SH288 and I-45 
interchange, now called the Pierce elevated... Anything done must be provide an ADDITION to the current traffic 
flow not as just a replacement. Don't tear down the Pierce elevated, rather make it a express way for flow through 
Downtown with minimum/no entrances and exits (e.g. no exit or entrances at Allen parkway). Provide egress 
from/to Downtown streets on new sections of freeway so you can improve safety of the Pierce elevated while still 
providing ADDITION throughput on I-45 through Downtown. The current plans need to be modified accordingly.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 12:48 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Bradley Bingham  
4500 Yoakum Blvd.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I believe this proposal has a tremendous amount of merit. I also am strongly in favor or giving serious 
consideration to developing the Pierce Elevated in to a "sky park" or similar public space - what a signature 
location that would be!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 1:01 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Lisa Mann  
4500 Yoakum Blvd  
Houston, TX 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a small business owner, I support the idea of a Pierce Sky Park. It is this type of development that makes 
our city more livable and a first class destination for visitors. This is a project that just makes sense for our city.  

 

 

  

   

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, Apr 29, 2015 2:29 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jennifer House  
4500 yoakum Boulevard  
Houston, texas 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I totally support the conversion of the Pierce elevated into a park. The drawings look incredible and our city could 
really use the outdoor space.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 6:22 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

DIANA CONNETT  
2222 Smith St.  
Houston, TX 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Thank you for taking our preferences into account on this important decision. The Pierce Elevated should not be 
demolished. Tearing it down would cost the Department of Transportation millions of dollars. Leaving it and 
converting it into an elevated park would give Houston the opportunity to create something great - to be a great 
place to live.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 7:56 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Patricia Schultz-Ormond  
3802 Holder Forest  
Houston, Texas 77088  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Gentlemen: I arrive at work about 5:45 am M-F. I generally leave sometime between 4:30 and 5:30 p.m. I live in 
Northwest Houston and surprisingly, my morning commute is about 20 minutes, and my evening commute used to 
be approximately 30-40 minutes. I now sit on the ramps in the garage for 30-45 minutes waiting to exit onto Howe 
Street. Once there I am forced to turn right – away from I45 towards another 30 – 40 minute wait until I can access 
IH10. I have a disability that make sitting for prolonged periods exceptionally painful. I cannot continue to park in 
the building I work in due to the prolonged strain on my back. I cannot walk any appreciable distance to park in 
another location. Can TXDot not devise a plan that permits the people who park 10 seconds from access to I-45 
North to access that freeway at least on the same basis of persons who park further away? The building hires 
police to assist with exiting from its garage, as many buildings do, but the current traffic flow pattern is clearly not 
working. When I am diverted east along Howe Street I have to pass at least two other intersections where 
motorists are blocking the road. This situation is apparently not noticed by police assisting motorists exiting 
buildings ½ block away. It took me 35 minutes to get through an intersection on Tuesday – and I was the fourth 
car in line. I understand that the privilege of living and working in Houston at times requires some sacrifice; 
however, it appears that our group (those who park at 1600 Smith Street garage) is bearing an unusually heavy 
burden resulting from the I-45 construction. Thank you in advance for your good work in resolving some of this 
issue.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 9:12 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Carole Field  
15222 Holland Field Circle  
Houston, Texas 77095  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I work downtown and park in the 600 Jefferson street garage. There are two policemen in the evenings directing 
traffic at the exits but where we REALLY need them are at the corner of Smith and Pease. That's where the four 
lanes of traffic attempt to merge into one in order to get onto the feeder lanes to I45. That has taken me 
upwards of 30 minutes to get through those three blocks.  
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

  

   

  
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 10:55 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Ronald Devries  
219 Marshall Street  
Houston Texas 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
please don't destroy the Pierce elevated it would be a crime to not at least experiment with ways to use such an 
expensive and well-built structure  

 

 

  

   

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 11:20 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Eva Foster  
6411 Lloyd St  
Houston, TX 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please keep the Pierce Elevated and make into a park.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 12:19 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Nina C.  
1303 Cortlandt Street  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TXDoT: I support the Pierce Skypark project. It would be a great asset to our city, our own Chelsea Highline. 
Please don't raze the Pierce Elevated. Let's have a park instead.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 12:56 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Clay Robinson  
3823 WICKERSHAM LN APT 3  
HOUSTON  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please don not take away the Pierce Elevated. Let's, as a forward thinking city, develop it in to a fabulous park 
space!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 2:29 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Deborah Mueller  
1832 Cortlandt St.  
Houston, TX 77008  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please don't raze the Pierce elevated. I want it to become a park.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 2:37 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Will Seyer  
1023 St. Charles  
Houston, Texas 77003  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = True  
 
TXDOT Pierce Elevated and I-45/59 Conversion at EADO Plan: I think we should tear down the Peirce Elevated. 
Instead, build a ring boulevard around downtown with dedicated bike a pedestrian lanes. Like the Champs Elysées 
in Paris and Ringstrasee in Vienna. The problem is if you keep the pierce elevated, you still have a barrier 
between Midtown and Downtown. Also, I think building a grand boulevard is what Houston sorely needs for its 
image as a Spaghetti Warehouse of freeways. The only grand boulevard I think we have is along Main Street in 
front of Rice University. Here is what you do. Remove the Pearce and build a u-shaped boulevard around 
downtown. Starting from Allen Parkway/Memorial and ending in front of Minute Maid/ GRB/EaDo, where TXDot 
plans to cap the freeway and build a park. Following the existing I-45 and 59 footprint. This is like how many 
European cities dealt with their defensive walls. They tore them down and built grand circular boulevards around 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
the core of the city. In Houston, we be tearing down our barrier like elevated parkways and be building a green 
boulevard around our downtown. Mobility would be enhanced, especially getting from the West to the East of 
Downtown. It should be a two way boulevard unlike the one way streets downtown that are proven to be less 
mobile. To make it an efficient trip, all the lights must be timed so you could get around downtown quickly. The 
boulevard should have dedicated walking and biking paths encouraging other forms of transportation. It should 
also be very green. Live Oaks and other shade trees should line the boulevard so they will shade citizens during 
Houston's hottest months.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, Apr 30, 2015 2:52 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Greg Henke  
240 E Woodland St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Sir or Madam, As a resident of the Germantown Historic District on the east end of Houston Heights, I welcome 
the proposed widening and overall improvement to the I-45 system. However, I have concerns about how specific 
modifications may negatively impact my community. I believe that the issues can be alleviated with minor 
adjustments to the project. Most troubling is the current plan to alter the freeway access near North Main Street. 
No longer will traffic traveling north on Houston Avenue be allowed to U-turn and enter the freeway southbound, 
nor will it be allowed to proceed to North Main Street and cross over to the northbound feeder road. The 
recommended alternative calls for a new road around the north side of Germantown which will direct traffic across 
the North Street Bridge. Once on the east side of the freeway, drivers will head north on a new feeder road toward 
North Main Street for freeway access. Realistically, most drivers will opt to bypass the new road around 
Germantown and instead travel east on North, Payne, or East Woodland Streets. This will turn relatively peaceful, 
residential streets into common thoroughfares. I encourage you to consider alternatives that would prevent this 
excessive and unsafe residential traffic. Alternatives could include: 1) A design similar to the current freeway 
access structure. Northbound Houston Avenue traffic would be allowed to U-turn onto a southbound entrance 
ramp or proceed north to North Main Street. 2) Creation of a new bridge that would allow northbound Houston 
Avenue traffic to connect to the northbound feeder road near East Norma Street. 3) Creation of a divide between 
the new road around Germantown and the residential Germantown streets. The new road around Germantown 
would be the only access to the North Street Bridge, and hence, the bridge would become a one-way street 
directed east. Additionally, the freeway expansion threatens home values in Houston Heights and Northside 
neighborhoods by potentially introducing higher levels of sightline traffic and noise. The “green space option” near 
North Main Street could be the perfect solution to limit visibility and dampen sound. Alternately, the project could 
include sound barriers that enhance the look of the freeway and limit noise to surrounding communities. This care 
in design would allow for continued property value growth in the central Houston area. I appreciate your time and 
consideration. These are exiting times to be a Houston resident! Sincerely, Greg Henke  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 12:12 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Alex LaRotta  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
5353 institute lane #12  
Houston TX 77005  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I'd like to keep the pierce elevated for possible skypark idea.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 9:18 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

jessica sevilla  
207 Westfield St  
houston Tx 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
We have lived at our current location for about 10 years. Me and my family have made it our home. We moved in 
a young couple with one kid and have know become a family with two boys that attend schools in the 
neighborhood. We love our house and have done our very best to try to make it our home. I am very sad and 
scared with the changes that are supposed to happen in the coming years. I see the need for the expansion but 
when will enough be enough. Houston will continue to grow and are we just supposed to tear down homes and 
make people move? Relocate families that have lived in the area for years? The proposed area is supposed to 
take out our home and those of our neighbors who have lived there for years. All the changes are supposed to be 
to the east of 45. WHY? Why only to our side and not to the west of 45 when that area is filled with drugs and 
prostitution. On that side of 45 there are always gun shots heard in the middle of the night and there are vacant 
buildings and hotels that I believe just add to the crime in the area. Why do chose to tear down homes where 
families live yet you leave that side of 45 untouched? I'm not sure if my letter would make a difference but I 
thought I would give it a try. I know the changes will take a couple of years to do but this still has me very worried. 
This is the home I envision me and my husband growing old and retiring in one day. I hope I get to see that 
happen.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 10:17 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Elaine Alvarado  
6034 Hoover St.  
Houston, TX, 77092  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I would like to comment about the pierce elevated removal on this plan. Houston has a need for additional public 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
parks/open spaces that can be enjoyed by the public. Economic development studies have shown that the 
presence of parks and open space in a city, allow for additional private investment and could contribute to an 
appreciation in surrounding investment. Houston is in need of vibrant areas that compliment the new buffalo bayou 
park, and the downtown that people now see as an attractive place to live. The pierce elevated, could serve as an 
elevated park. This could easily be funding by private and public investment if needed and the public would 
support such an idea. I have visited multiple public meetings on this project and has spoken to other in the public 
that also agree with this idea. Pierce elevated would make a great park, and we would like to work with you on this 
idea. Other cities such as Chicago, New York City, and Dallas have elevated parks that once worked as a 
freeway/highway. Please take this into consideration as an attractive alternative to simply disposing of Pierce 
elevated. http://www.pierceskypark.com/  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 11:51 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kim Glazner  
2707 Rapho  
Crosby, TX 77532  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support creating a green space out of the Pierce Elevated section of I-45 a/k/a Pierce SkyPark  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 12:24 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Justin Silhavy  
3950 Floyd St. #4  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I like the overall proposal. In particular, I like that the Pierce will be removed and 59/69/45 sunken on the east side 
of downtown. I have a few concerns: The Brazos/St. Joseph intersection looks like it could get very jammed from 
the current proposal especially if traffic signals are not timed appropriately. Also a pedestrian tunnel at W. Dallas 
would be nice and should be considered. Lastly, I'm afraid that having concurrent freeway routes could cause 
major rubbernecking. Will there be some kind of view shields between the freeways?  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 1:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Virginia Duke  
211 Eleanor  
Houston, TX 77009-1323  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Will the Lindale Park sub-division's entrance to I-610 just west of Irvington Blvd. still be available after this project 
is complete? If not, where would the entrance to I-610 be located for our neighborhood?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Fri, May 01, 2015 5:56 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Armando Ruiz  
6208 norland st  
houston texas 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Que arias/casas van hacer afectadas?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 02, 2015 5:52 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Peter Bryn  
2000 Bagby Street 9439  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I thank TXDOT for its work on this project and opening it up for comments. Please find mine below. 1. My initial 
overall impression is that I am disappointed that there is ANOTHER major road project with NO ALLOCATION 
toward a serious transit system, namely in the form of commuter rail. The I-45 corridor is a key one that would add 
significant value, and would surely reduce the highway-construction needs laid out by this plan. I STRONGLY urge 
TXDOT to seize this opportunity with METRO to develop this as the first commuter rail corridor (or perhaps BRT) 
in the city, perhaps tying it in with the newly-expanded lightrail. METRO has laid out a vision in the past to extend 
rail service to IAH. Similarly, non-profit advocacy organizations in the area like Houston Tomorrow have advocated 
greater emphasis on transit. The fact that I-45 has existing right of way that is being revisited in this project makes 
it incredibly important that rail be included in this vision. I was encouraged to see just today that this viewpoint is 
more-widely shared than I previously thought (http://houston.culturemap.com/news/city-life/04-30-15-houston-
area-survey-were-optimistic-on-economy-worried-about-traffic-tolerant-on-social-issues/): [When asked to indicate 
which of three proposals would best solve the area's traffic problems, 43 percent of respondents chose "making 
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Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
improvements in public transportation, such as trains, buses and light rail," and 27 percent called for "developing 
communities where people can live closer to where they work and shop." Just 26 percent of Houston-area 
residents thought that the more traditional solution — "building bigger and better roads and highways" — would be 
the most effective way to reduce traffic congestion.] 2. Kudos to this project for recognizing the value of moving the 
Pierce Elevated out of a dense urban area. I think the community proposals to repurpose this structure as a 
park/green space with limited commercial venues is a fantastic idea. I understand this will require funding and 
leadership from the local community, but I would encourage TXDOT to actively seek partners on this type of 
development. 3. The Bagby connector spur “rebuild” proposal from Heiner is probably longer than it needs to be 
as shown. This street was newly re-built and the project scope could probably be cut back to some point between 
St. Joseph Pkwy and Heiner. 4. The newly-renovated Buffalo Bayou Park is currently isolated to bike and foot 
traffic from communities to the south due to the very-limited crossing opportunities across Allen Parkway. Since 
the scope of this project includes rebuilding various parts of the extreme east end of Allen Parkway, this is an 
opportunity to provide elevated (preferred) or at-grade crossings for cyclists and pedestrians to connect to the 
park. This is especially important since West Dallas is now being shown as discontinuous across the 45-spur (in 
orange). This connection currently provides a “back way” for people in midtown to access Buffalo Bayou. I strongly 
recommend creating dedicated bicycle lanes along Heiner, as well as extending the existing bike/pedestrian lanes 
along the connectors between Allen Parkway and downtown. If the Pierce Elevated remains in-tact as a park, it 
should be connected to the bikeways available at the Bayou without requiring crossings in way of auto traffic. 5. 
The spur connections between 45 in NW downtown to south downtown/midtown, while less obtrusive to the 
neighborhood than currently arranged, would significantly benefit from being either buried (preferred) or elevated 
(alternative) as much as possible over its length to avoid cutting off downtown with the communities immediately 
west. 6. The group of highways (45/10 and associated) north of downtown are mostly laid side-by-side. The Right 
of Way required to do this is significant and will be shifted from one area downtown to another (now atop White 
Oak Bayou Park). I strongly recommend stacking and/or combining some highway lanes in this area to reduce 
req’d ROW and reduce its footprint atop the Bayou Park. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 02, 2015 11:55 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Matthew Donovan  
2228 Ann St.  
Houston, TX 77003  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The planned realignment of 59, just south of I10 is a problem. I live off of runnels and the planned changes 
completely cut off my access to 59 an 1-10. What are the pedestrian alternatives to get along runnels and cross 
the train tracks. What will be done about the noise? How will I be compensated for the resulting decrease In my 
properties value as a result of my closer location to the freeway. What heightened exposure will I have to 
pollutants. This 59 realignment is incredibly poorly thought out and will have a negative impact on my home. How 
many businesses will be impacted as a result of your 200 ft of new ROW purchases along 59?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 7:29 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Abby  
Caplin St  
Houston TX  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am not seeing the poster board which show how the proposed Pierce will look like for feeding traffic onto the 
freeway. I also had problems with the one of the boards as it did not allow me to magnify for details. Thanks  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 7:34 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Abby  
Caplin St  
Houston TX  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I found what I was looking for.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 12:09 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sandra Blair  
706 Byrne  
Houston TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Rumor has it in our Woodland Heights neighborhood that the I-45 entrance ramp near Bayland & Houston Ave will 
be closed with the highway change. This is disturbing to the residents that use this entryway on a daily basis to 
downtown or south and east destinations. I am voicing my concern and do not want my neighborhood access 
removed. Years of opinions' of TxDot and their business practices leave me very skeptical of believing they have 
any interest in my neighborhood and what's best for the citizens there.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 12:47 pm 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

 

  

Ryan Riojas  
219 St Charles St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I love everything about his project, especially HWY 59 depressed next to Minute Maid Park. I've recently 
purchased a home in East Downtown and I would love to not have to walk under 59 in the future. Thanks!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 4:56 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Doug Culver  
2031 Swift  
Houston, TX 77030  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am very much in favor of the current proposals for the North Houston Hwy Improvement Project, especially the 
rerouting and lowering below grade of the freeway downtown.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 5:18 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ellen Pannell, Property Manager, Brookfield  
601 Jefferson St., Suite 125  
Houston, TX 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Hello, The shutdown of the lanes on I45 North near downtown Houston has created a major gridlock situation in 
downtown Houston. The streets have become unsafe for pedestrians, who are forced to cross streets outside of 
crosswalk areas, and in front of and behind buses. Exiting cars are backing up on parking garage ramps, unable to 
exit the garage.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Mon, May 04, 2015 11:05 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

David Link  
5006 Floyd St.  
Houston, TX, 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
With the proposed changes, there is an important route that is lost: 288 (or 45) to Allen Parkway (or Memorial 
Drive.) The project is too big/expensive to be eliminating useful routes.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 9:58 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Bill Wolf  
9709 Larston  
Houston, TX 77055  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Having reviewed the schematics of the proposed project, I am very pleased with the design and the properties that 
are going to be impacted. Hope that TxDOT can obtain funding ASAP to get this project going.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 10:03 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Rex Marshall  
2 Rillwood Place  
The Woodlands, TX 77382  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Anything you can do to improve the HOV lane on 45 would be welcome. It's a nice idea, but a single lane is a real 
problem whenever there's a stall or accident. I fear I'll be retired before I see any help there, but the HOV lane 
seems to get worse every year (along with the rest of 45). Please help.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 10:08 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Rex Marshall  
2 Rillwood Place  
The Woodlands, TX 77382  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I see that there are plans to run 45 East of downtown. I guess that makes sense, but why not convert the current 
45 to SOUTHBOUND only and just run NORTHBOUND on the east side. Seems like that would reduce the total 
number of lanes needed to be added. Just and idea and wondering if you looked at that as an option. I any case I 
hope you find a good solution to 45, it needs help.  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 10:36 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

James Bailey  
417 Sue St.  
Houston, TX 7700   

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
1. I would like to make sure there will be a connector on the west side of downtown for people from Montrose and 
Midtown to have access to I-45 and I-10. Otherwise we have to go through downtown. 2. Tear down the Pierce 
Elevated through downtown but not the spaghetti bowl on the west side of downtown. 3. Looking at the maps, the 
turns where the new I-45 will turn south to parallel Highway 59 and where I-45 will connect with the Gulf Freeway 
are too severe. Please make wider curves or traffic will back up. 4. Please don't build any more 10-story flyovers. 
They are too high and too scary. 5. Please don't make any part of I-45 around North Main and Quitman St. an 
underground tunnel. Too much chance of flooding. The depressed freeway as it is now is ok.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 12:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sean Cafferky  
5090 Richmond Av #343  
Houton, TX 77056  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Reduce costs and make something magical. A significant amount of money can be saved by not tearing down the 
Pierce Elevated portion of I45 in downtown Houston. Instead, simple repurpose the structure to extend the park 
area. It will improve the city walkability score, help with tourism, and prevent expensive waste reclamation. The 
Houston Chronicle recently wrote about the plan http://www.houstonchronicle.com/local/gray-matters/article/What-
should-Houston-do-with-the-Pierce-Elevated-6223832.php  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 12:47 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Elizabeth Lousteau  
316 Goldenrod Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am a resident of Glen Park. We are very concerned about rumors that the North Street bridge may be closed. We 
understand that the residents of Germantown, which is on the west side of the bridge, have concerns about traffic 
with the proposed onramp locations. But the solution is not to close the bridge. This is the bridge that we use to 
safely get our children to their zoned school - Travis Elementary, as well as other amenities on the west side. 
Realizing that the accessibility of the N. Main/I-45 intersection will presumably see some improvements in 
connection with these changes, it is hard to imagine that using the N. Main bridge to walk with elementary-aged 
kids from the east side of I-45 to Travis Elementary will ever be safe. It’s just too busy. Also, it would be far less 
direct. The removal of this bridge would leave a nearly one mile span between bridges from one side of the 
interstate to the other. That is way too long a span in a dense area so close to downtown. We are trying to better 
connect Houston. Not eliminate connections. Not only that, but with the soon-to-be-completed 3,200 capacity 
music hall set to open, this eliminates one ingress/egress route, and dumps all the traffic onto N. Main - our side, 
instead of providing a direct link that the current plan calls for (and not through Germantown!) to get to I-45 North. 
Furthermore, before the announcement of the music hall and apart from any concerns related to these proposed 
changes to I-45, there has been a group of people from the Germantown neighborhood pushing for the closure of 
this bridge. This effort has nothing to do with I-45, the music hall or even too much traffic. It has only to do with a 
desire to keep out people from the east side, who they apparently deem undesirable. And now the changes to I-45 
give this group an excuse to appear to be calling for the bridge's closure for a more practical reason, when in fact, 
it is an attempt to wall themselves off from the predominantly Hispanic community. The repeated suggestion in 
public forums that the source of any crime in their neighborhood is coming from the criminal element on the other 
side of the bridge is offensive, never mind untrue. This bridge was there before any current homeowners 
purchased their homes. They are free to move to a gated community if they would like to have more control over 
who uses the public streets on which they live. Thanks for listening.  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 2:59 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Christopher Arnold  
1730 Chippendale Rd  
Houston, TX 77018  

  
Employed = True  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
 
SAVE THE PIERCE ELEVATED! LOOK AT LANE MANAGEMENT AND JUNCTIONS! As a person that 
commutes from Oak Forest to downtown, the thought of I-45 construction south of 610 for the next 5-10 years 
causes heartburn... The recent road work has already made it nearly unbearable to go home in the evenings. I'm 
considering a cot in my office and asking my wife and kids to visit often. My wife on the other hand has already 
altered her route from the medical district... Personally, I use the Pierce elevated and exit Jefferson. I've found it to 
be very convenient and traffic to be reasonable on most mornings. I would really hate to see it go away. In my 
opinion, the attention should be directed at improving lane management and the junctions. Cars jump 5 lanes to 
the left, then 5 to the right to get to the front of the line for the junction at I-10. The cars then stop and cut in front of 
the other cars that have been waiting. This backs up traffic behind them and also in the lane where people have 
been patiently waiting. This causes more start and stop and leads to traffic delays for that lane as well. I continue 
to scratch my head as to why Houston continues to only have single lane exits (See Cinco Ranch "Expressway" 
HWY 99 and traffic back up...)  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 3:23 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ted Tattersall  
315 Gale Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
While I understand the results of your studies, it is ridiculous to think that the taxpayers will continue to fall for 
the same reasons as to why pay all this money. You state that due to the projected increase in jobs and 
population, this is necessary. You said the same thing with the I-10 improvements, the 59 South improvements 
and currently the 290 corridor improvements. I have lived in this city for 33 years. I have watched all of these 
expansions and improvements that you stated were necessary for the exact same reasons. Yet I have never 
seen any reductions in the bottle necks and delays. When will TXDOT stop taking kick backs from the oil 
industry and look at other cities who have actually improved traffic issues. Don't act so shocked by the fact that 
a taxpayer would actually talk about the elephant in the room. If the traffic improved, there would be a lessor 
need for your antiquated department whithin this state. If you were to put in a train system along these freeways 
such as the train system in Chicago or New York maybe we could reduce our carbon imprint. Ahhh, but we did 
something smart like using a system that relies less on fossil full and moves more people faster, that means 
that the oil industry would not be "donating" like they do to your department and also you would not need as 
many employees to continue to find ways to justify your positions. You actually tore out a perfectly good railway 
track when you did the last I-10 expansion. It All you would have had to do is drop in some stations on an 
existing track that went all the way from downtown to Katy. But if you did that then your department would get 
less and another department would increase (Department that overseas railways in Texas). I am not stupid, no 
matter how much I write, it will not make a difference. But be aware that like minded people as myself are 
growing in our voice. One day you all may be held accountable for your shameless activities, such as forcing 
people to sell their property, some of which has been in their family for generations. Giving a small amount but 
doing so under the guise of what is best for the community. What I especially love about this process is that 
later, after the project is done, you seem to always have extra land leftover that you actually didn't need so you 
turn around and sell it for a drastically higher price than what you forced the person who originally owned it, to 
take. Shame on all of you for all of this. Do the right thing, for once, put in a rail system! Oh, and don't worry, I 
am not going to be checking my mail or email for a response. Your way too busy justifying your jobs.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Tue, May 05, 2015 7:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Joe Q. Public  
901 Bagby Street,  
Houston, TX 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
There is no mention of cost. Don't show people Cadillac’s if all the state can afford Ford Torus. How many other 
roadways could we improve if we cut back on some of the extravagant designs. Can we afford tunneling???  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 06, 2015 9:40 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Robert Meaney  
3406 cline Street  
Houston, TX, 77020  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Our community is located on the South Eastern portion of I-10 and US 59’s interchange just north of the bayou 
and south of I-10. A lot of the young professionals have invested heavily into this area for the potential, the price, 
and the commute. If you take some time to travel in our area you will see a skyline that we have come to view as 
the major selling factor of our community. We are concerned about the added I-45, 59, and I-10 interchange 
ruining our skyline view of downtown and affecting our property values. We would like to see that the current 1st 
person view from the corner of Jensen and Clinton will not be disturbed by any structures taller than the current 59 
interchange with I-10 based on the triangulated of view from the ground level. This looks doable considering the 
underground route that this design is proposing of 59 and 45. Also, we would like to confirm that none of our 
current freeway access points within 1/2 of a mile will be affected by this change. Please return comments no later 
than May 15th.  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 9:52 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Alice Yong  
4369 Harvest Lane  
Houston, Texas 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
 
Make it into an elevated public park, a walking, jogging, biking corridor and connect it to Discover Green as well as 
the Buffalo Bayou project. Houston downtown needs more public amenities to attract residents in downtown.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 10:29 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Nathaniel Vice  
6623 Minola Street  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Pierce Sky Park! I would love to see trees on the highway. Preserving the structure of the highway and allowing 
pedestrians to experience elevated views of the city and the history of the automobile in Houston at a leisurely 
pace. Shade is a must, as is green/natural features to contrast with the aggressive highway structure. 
Public/private funding for development, nearby housing and retail/civic functions below the highway would 
generate HUGE tax money.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 10:42 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Martin  
2305A Camden  
houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
We commend and welcome TxDot for this huge traffic proposal, which will help revitalize downtown perimeter - 
this would be the "big dig" of Houston! (RE: Boston) We love the idea for the east side of downtown and the 
reference to Clyde Warren Park in Dallas - it would be a fantastic space! But please please don't tear down Pierce 
Elevated! Please consider to re-purpose it for a pedestrian corridor that could connect Toyota Center, discovery 
green on the east side, and theater district, Eleanor Tinsley Park on the west side. Imagine a green belt + 
walking/exercise trail around downtown like the High Line in New York or like the Promenade Plantee Parkway in 
Paris. We already have the infrastructure in place, it'd be a shame and a waste to tear it down and throw it to 
landfill. Re-purposing the elevated will probably cost less and cause less disruption in the area, too. Please 
consider! Thank you!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 10:51 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

LaVerne A.Williams, AIA, LEED AP  
5828 Langfield Rd  
Houston TX 77092  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
When the Pierce Elevated is removed, the space it used to occupy must be developed into a linear 
greenspace/park/biking and walking trails. It must not be used to build more buildings or parking lots (unless they 
are underground). We desperately need this to become an alternate interconnected space between our bayou 
greenways downtown. It must become a series of spaces that celebrate nature and which provide quieter places 
than our street side sidewalks to relax, and recuperate from the stress of crowding and the hustle & bustle of our 
densely commercial downtown….and be a draw to encourage more downtown living.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 11:25 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Andrew Reiser  
4380 Fiesta Ln  
Houston, TX 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Eliminating the Pierce Elevated is a terrible idea. During this project ALL CROSSTOWN FREEWAYS WILL BE 
AFFECTED BY THIS CONSTRUCTION, leaving no alternative cross town route for us to use, which will no doubt 
last for decades. This leads to more congestion for cross-town traffic and after decades of aggravation caused by 
the construction of this outrageous project we will have fewer lanes not more. The fact that you are even 
proposing this is shocking. This project will be detrimental to the daily lives of millions of resident for many years to 
come. Expand the Pierce Elevated and just be done with it.  

 

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 11:32 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Emily Yong  
2816 South Bartell  
Houston, TX 77054  

  
Employed = False  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
A public park along the same vein as the High Line or Promenade Plantee would be a big asset to Houston!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 12:23 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

CHRISTINA RATHKE  
429 BYRNE STREET  
HOUSTON, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
My main concern is this: seems like the plans TXDOT have are always ‘outdated’. By the time the plan is 
implemented; it doesn’t solve the problem or is beneficial. The city has grown so much! People keep moving here! 
The plans need to be taken in account not just for 10 years of growth. Woodland Heights: Watson Street has more 
traffic going through our neighborhood than ever before. It’s become a cut through for I-10 and I-45 North. We 
need to keep as many trees as we can – not destroy acres for more concrete and noise through historic 
neighborhoods. I recently went out on I-10 West at 4:45 pm – big mistake; it’s a beautiful freeway but it was a 
parking lot all the way out to Park Ten and even the HOV lane was not moving. 1.5 hours out to Mason Road. The 
interchange at I-10 & Memorial where I-10, 610 and 290 all come together was poorly planned; 2 lanes exit to 
Memorial / Washington but the majority of people need to stay on I-10. Our transportation system needs to be 
rethought; not how many more cars can you fit on congested roads or how many more trees we can get rid of. 
Let’s develop a plan for the future that actually benefits everyone.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 08, 2015 1:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Saman Ahmadi  
P.O. Box 66651  
Houston, Texas 77266  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I've seen the ideas regarding a Skypark and a promenade. Both have merit and I hope are given serious 
consideration. Perhaps there could be an international competition.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Date:  Sat, May 09, 2015 12:19 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Andrea Miller  
1304 Harvard St  
Houston, TX 77008  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Houstonians spend hours commuting. Putting the roadway in dark, dirty, stinky tunnels is not going to be an 
improvement. Depressed elevation lanes do flood at times and people die. Get the needed right of way and get 
the road expanded at or above grade. Also, taking I-45 down to 2 lanes when it is routed on the east side plans for 
the future about as much as the current one lane going north on 59 and taking the 45 north exit. It doesn't work 
well.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 09, 2015 7:15 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Rose Cintron  
1518 McDuffie  
Houston, TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The area frequently floods where you plan to put I-45 underground and golf and soccer balls flying near the pierce 
elevated is not wanted either.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 10, 2015 4:17 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kevin J Hoffman  
516 Avenue of Oaks  
Houston TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I would like to note a few of the issues that I have found in this plan so far. 1. No on or off ramp to or from I 610 at 
Irvington; 2. No Cavalcade exits off of I 45; Our nearest exit from I 45 north bound will be at Link. (Note that this 
will place more traffic on to English St.) 3. Some new ROW will be taken along both I-45 and I-610 in some areas. 
4. Longer travel time for Northside residents into Downtown Houston. 5. North bound traffic before downtown on I 
45 would need to exit Cullen to reach downtown jobs.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Mon, May 11, 2015 8:45 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Lonne Martinec  
505 Joyce St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The plan to NOT have a Cavalcade exit and to have traffic directed down a residential street (English) on our 
neighborhood is ludicrous. We are NOT in support of this plan.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 11, 2015 5:36 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ronnie Self  
3308 Saint Emanuel Street  
Houston, TX, 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I attended the open House on April 28th and enjoyed seeing the progress. I am particularly interested in segment 
3 and more specifically in the area where 59 and 288 merge south of downtown - between I45 and Alabama 
Street. I recommend that the freeway be suppressed deep enough and far enough to the south in this area so that 
the two sides of Holman Street might someday be reconnected at grade. Reconnecting Holman is logical since it 
would link the University of Houston and Texas Southern University with the HCC main campus. A Holman 
connection would also generally improve links to the Third Ward. I understand that there is already a plan to 
refurbish Holman Street on the Third Ward side of the freeways. I also recommend that any work in this same area 
would also allow for and foresee a covering of the freeway (a park) like what is being proposed for the area 
adjacent to the George R. Brown Convention Center and also what is being proposed for certain portions of 
Segment 2. If the freeway were someday covered it seems logical that the covering would go up to and include 
Holman Street. Covering the freeway up to Alabama Street would be even better, but I recognized that would be 
difficult. This would likely require suppressing 288 for a certain distance as well. It does appear, however, that 
suppressed freeways are the future trend for Houston. For the current plans I recommend continuing the same 
long-span bridges and ivy-covered walls as the suppressed portion of 59 farther to the south. The bridges are 
attractive. I recommend low-noise / sound absorbing road surfaces. I DO NOT recommend tall sound walls that 
would block the view of the freeway from adjoining properties or that would block the view of a future park. 
Additionally and unrelated to my above comments, re-routing I45 to the north of downtown and removing the 
Pierce Elevated is a bold move. I commend TXDOT. Even bolder would be to remove all of the freeways that 
come through the city center and make all connections from one freeway to another via the 610 loop, the Beltway, 
or the Grand Parkway. It would actually be a similar logic as the current plan to basically merge 45 and 10 
together.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Mon, May 11, 2015 10:13 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Stephen Fischer  
3015 Morrison  
Houston, Tx, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am concerned about the N Main & I-45 area. A big problem will be not allowing NB Houston Ave to go to N Main, 
The proposed "loop around" fix of using the North St bridge will push traffic through Germantown and into the 
Woodland Heights (Morrison & Beauchamp Sts). The acute turns at the N Main bridge can be OK by adding 
"wings" at the bridge and timing the lights differently. There is an elementary school (Travis Elem) on Beauchamp 
so pushing traffic into Woodland Heights will be very dangerous. DO NOT add the North St bridge into the flow 
patterns for I-45!!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 12, 2015 12:48 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Paul Kellogg  
3322 Beauchamp St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Segment 2, between 610 and I-10: 1. There are no exit ramps off of I-45 South in this stretch. Keep the Patton 
Street or Cavalcade exit ramp. 2. There is only one entrance ramp to I-45 South, just south of North Main Street. 
This is already a crazy intersection, with Pecore Street coming in at an angle just before N. Main meets the feeder 
road. With no other access to I-45 South, all traffic from the neighborhoods north and south of N. Main Street will 
be funneled onto that street, creating an impossible traffic snarl. An entrance ramp at Cavalcade or Patton would 
at least take some of the traffic from the area north of N. Main Street. Also, the neighborhood south of N. Main has 
no choice but to come to N. Main to get on I-45 South. There simply isn't any road that goes through to Houston 
Avenue until you get to White Oak Drive. This entire area will be a traffic nightmare. 3. A huge amount of local 
traffic will cut down Beauchamp, Bayland, and West Norma to get to Houston Avenue, which will have to be 
widened (through Woodland Park??) into Downtown. Traffic is already a problem on Houston Avenue because of 
the grade-level RR track, with trains that routinely come through during rush hour. You will have thousands of 
people backed up on Houston Avenue. It doesn't get any better further south, where Houston Avenue goes under 
the RR track and up to Washington Avenue. That intersection is already clogged most of the day. Putting so much 
additional traffic on Houston Avenue will just make these problems much, much worse. PLEASE add another 
entrance and exit ramps between 610 and I-10. Otherwise, traffic flow in the Woodland Heights area will be 
unmanageable and Houston Avenue will become a terrible traffic jam. We need better access, not less access.  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Tue, May 12, 2015 10:24 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Phyllis & Greg Danna  
200 Westfield St  
Houston, Texas 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
My husband and I own the properties from 200-208 Westfield St. We learned tonight that we will be losing our 
properties from 204-208 At the last meeting it was stated that some properties would be taken from both sides. 
This time it is all taken from our side. I do not think this is equitable. The properties have been in my family since 
the late 1930's. They are filled with beautiful old trees 65-70 years old. We have made a Wildlife Sanctuary. If you 
hare interested in 'Environmental Impact", please take into consideration destroying trees, homes and animal 
homes as opposed to taking some from the other side where there are "hot sheet hotel", sex and drug shops and 
prostitutes and homeless hanging out. I am not opposed to expansion, but I think it should be fair by taking 
properties from either side of present freeway. Please take this into consideration in your Environmental Studies. 
Thank you for considering this. Phyllis Dallas (713) 303-1650 I have also mailed my comments.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 10:16 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Marcus Greenspan  
118 Payne St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Northbound traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for 
access to I-45. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park 
and school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound 
from the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. RESOLUTION: 
- Include an Quitman on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman for this on-ramp. Quitman 
is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be used as a 
cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. - Connect Houston Ave. north of 
Bayland to the on-ramp for I-45 South. 2. Expansion of I-45 will increase the noise levels to all residents of 
Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown 
increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides some noise dampening will be removed thus 
increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 South from 
Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce noise levels 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank 
you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 11:25 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Britt Antley  
218 Payne St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 1:22 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jacqueline Cook  
107 North Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 9:10 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Mary Hayslip  
118 Alm Street  
Houston ,Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. 
from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and school zone; therefore, this area 
should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from the south. - Germantown is an old, 
quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support increased traffic flow of through traffic 
especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as garages are not prevalent. Increased 
traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-
ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-
residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for larger trucks and vehicles coming from 
the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage and other traffic control measures to 
encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be used as a cut through using 
Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). Secondary solution: Redesign it 
to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North St. or the Woodland Heights 
neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland Heights historic districts are purely 
residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park and 2 designated school zones; 
therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 Southbound. 
SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet TxDOT “codes”. Removal of 
the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the neighborhood. But the historic 
commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic districts). We feel these solutions 
will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the vehicles trying to access I-45 North 
and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with minor design changes needed and it 
removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact Germantown and Woodland Heights 
neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep vehicles from having to travel through 
the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school zone street) to try and get back to N. 
Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will increase the noise levels to all residents 
of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise levels. - Traffic will be closer to 
Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides some noise dampening will be 
removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 
South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce 
noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 59 between Montrose and Hazard 
St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 9:59 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Rachel Eddins  
125 Payne Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 11:31 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

felix zacarias  
1109 summer st  
houston, tx, 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
please build sound wall to protect the house by the mount rush hour area. THE WALLS ARE A MUST TO 
TOLERATE THE FREEWAY NOISE. Many houses are very close to the freeway  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 13, 2015 11:33 pm 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

 

  

Felix zacarias  
1109 summer st  
houston, tx, 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
PLAN TO BUILD SOUND WALLS BY SEGMENT 3  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 14, 2015 9:07 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Tracie L Schmitt  
2425 Underwood St #252  
Houston, TX, 77030  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
These are exciting proposals to turn the Pierce Elevated into green space. It is environmentally responsible, it 
provides Houston with yet another unique green space and I believe will be a welcome addition to our green 
spaces in downtown Houston for not only those of us that work there but also for all that visit.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 14, 2015 4:21 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sara Krouskop  
12122 Meadowhollow Drive  
Stafford, TX 77477  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
This needs to be broadcasted a lot more. I don't think this information has been shared enough with the public to 
receive sufficient response. This will affect more than just the City of Houston. It affects those in the suburbs like 
me who work downtown. My main concern is that once these highways have been merged, the amount of traffic to 
them won't decrease, it will only be more concentrated. Instead of people trying to traverse the city to either side 
and splitting the amount of traffic, now everyone will be driving to one side of downtown trying to get on one of 
these few entrance ramps to freeways and we'll have gridlock more than we already do. I have a personal interest 
in this because I work downtown and use 59. Is there an intention to separate those traveling to 45 verses 59? 
You can't it's impossible to separate the traffic and therefore dilute it. We also need more information about the 
"Parkway". this word can have different meanings and I only read through quickly, but didn't see where this was 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
discussed. I have a list of concerns, but it will take more time than I have to write them all out. I do see some 
benefits, but like anything new and different, it's easy to be critical and resist change. I assume you will conduct 
traffic studies and other tests.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 15, 2015 3:31 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mollie Oshman  
116 Cosmos  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please do not close the North Street bridge over I 45. I use this route every single day to go for a morning run. It is 
a safe way to get across 45 avoiding traffic and lights. This is great way to come home in the evening when the 
freeways are stopped. Closing this bridge would be a major mistake. Mollie Oshman  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 15, 2015 10:39 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mark Garcia-Prats  
115 Riley Ln  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I live in the 2nd Ward, near the intersection of Commerce St. and St. Charles. During this process of selecting the 
new route of I-45 through downtown, I have heard much about the benefit that the new proposed route will provide 
for Midtown. Removing the barrier that the Pierce Elevated has been will definitely benefit the south side of 
downtown and the midtown/mid-main areas, but what I have not heard much about is the consequence that the 
new proposed route will have on East Downtown. Since I moved into this neighborhood 4 years ago I have seen 
the the area transform. I am concerned that putting so many lanes of highway will create an even more imposing 
barrier for East Downtown than what the Pierce Elevated was for Midtown, stifling development in the area. 
Besides the barrier effect that the proposed new route for I-45 will cause, I also worry about the increase in car 
emissions that will now be nearer to my home. I have asthma, and having another highway so close will 
contaminate the air further. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 17, 2015 5:55 pm 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

 

  

H Milton Howe  
2333 Claremont  
Houston, TX. 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I had the privilege of discussing this matter with Ms Wahida Wakil PE last week where she suggested that I put my 
comments in writing. I am interested in the continued ingress/egress to the area downtown between Buffalo Bayou 
and I-10 and between Main St and McKee St. (a/k/a the Warehouse District) Currently, that is the only place in the 
'inner-loop' where you can exit the freeway system coming from both directions and enter the freeway system 
going in both directions. Frankly, that is the reason I have held onto the property that I own in the neighborhood for 
as long as I have. Having studied your new plan I think I have determined that ingress/egress from/to I-45 SB, I-10 
EB, I-10 WB and SH-59 NB will remain about the same and should be satisfactory. HOWEVER, we have totally 
lost ingress from SH-59 SB (although we appear to still have egress to SH-59 SB & NB). The way I see it, you can 
exit SH-59 SB onto I-10 WB but once on I-10 you cannot get off again until you are well past downtown. Currently, 
you can exit I-10 WB at San Jacinto/Main St. Also, although it appears we will still have ingress to I-10 WB, I can't 
tell if one can get access from I-10 WB onto I-45 NB. I think I can say that these are critical issues because the 
north side of downtown is going to be the scene of an enormous amount of development in the next 20 years and 
is going to need to be readily accessible from SH-59 SB coming from the airport and to I-45 NB going to the 
airport. I have an idea how this could be remedied, but it's not a very good idea and I pray that TxDOT can come 
up with something better. Thanks and best wishes H Milton Howe 713-857-1554  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 7:15 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Tim Watson  
215 Parkview Street  
Houston, TX, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
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St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 5:19 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Thomas OConnot  
2450 Louisana St Ste 400-616  
Houston, TX, 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I live on McGowen, my office is on McGowen and I own a lot near McGowen on Austin street. I believe the lack of 
a McGowen St exit from 59 south will negatively impact access to the Midtown area and the area to the east of 
Midtown. I recommend this exit be retained.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 7:41 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Steven Paul Woods  
111 North Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 7:42 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kimberly Ann Woods  
111 North Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 7:59 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mike OConnor  
2450 Louisana ST Ste400-616  
Houston, TX, 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I own land in the fourth ward that I will develop with 8 condominiums. Most likely they will be purchased by people 
that work downtown. I believe that the closing of W Dallas at I45 will significantly disrupt access to this area. I 
encourage retaining the W Dallas access to downtowm.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 8:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Mike OConnor  
2450 Louisiana ST Ste 400-616  
Houston,TX,77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I own property in the Near Northside. It appears that the plans for I}# do nothing to,help,connect the near northside 
with the Northside. The Northside whould serve as a mixed use area similar to Midtowm. While Midtown is well 
connected with many through streets the Northside has only a few access points. I recommend that the access be 
improved as part of this overall plan.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 8:16 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mike OConnor  
2450 Louisiana St Ste 400-616  
Houston,TX 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I own a property 2 blocks from the Pierce elevated. While closing the Pierce may be aesthetically pleasing for 
that area I believe it will detract from the overall flow of traffic in the area. I cannot imagine why it is preferrable 
to abandon the Pierce roight of way and then take it away from other property owners on the north and east 
side of downtown. Whats amazing to me is that there are no new I45 lanes added under this proposed design. I 
strongly recommend that the Pierce be turned into,Southbound lanes and the Northbound lanes follow the 
59/I10 path. This could allow 4or 5 lanes in each direction.  

 

 

  

   

   

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 8:32 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Patricia Ramirez  
702 W Dallas  
Houston, TX, 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am the managing partner of the Shave barbershop. Shave is a high end straight razor shop serving primarily 
downtown workers. Closing the W Dallas access to downtown would have a serious impact on my business. I 
encourage the retention of the W Dallas access to downtown.  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 8:39 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Michael Collins  
702 W Dallas  
Houston, TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am the managing partner of the Refinery restaurant and bar just east of I45 on W Dallas Our business is highly 
dependent on the lunch time business from downtown. Severing the W Dallas access to downtown would severely 
impact our business.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 18, 2015 10:34 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Hans Weissgerber  
12330 Shadow Island Drive  
Houston TX 77082  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Our group is currently undertaking a multi-million dollar hospitality development with an international brand in 
Houston's Warehouse District. We have identified the neighborhood between Buffalo Bayou and I-10 and between 
Main St and McKee St. as being the gateway to Downtown Houston. It is the only location within the 610 loop that 
offers easy access to and from all of Houston's freeways systems. Upon reviewing the plans it appears that 
vehicles travelling on I-10 East, I-10 West, US-59 North and I-45 South will maintain the current level of access to 
the neighborhood. We are nothing less than alarmed that it seems that traffic travelling South on US-59 will no 
longer be able to exit to San Jacinto/Main via I-10 West as is currently possible. The plan shows that one can exit 
from US-59 South onto I-10 West without the possibility of any exit until well beyond downtown. As US-59 South is 
the primary route for visitors coming downtown from Bush Intercontinental Airport we feel it is critical to our project 
that this traffic can access our location. From all appearances on the plan, its seems that access from US-59 
South to Main St/San Jacinto via I-10 could be accommodated in manner similar to the present situation. We feel 
strongly that this should be corrected for the long term viability of development at the North end of Downtown. We 
would also like clarification as to the on ramps that will available to I-10 West and how one might transit via I-10 to 
I-45 North. I look forward to a follow up. Prost! Royal Bavaria Company Hans Weissgerber III President 414-899-
6222  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 19, 2015 8:14 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
David B. Morris  
5707 Reamer street  
Houston, Texas 77096  

  
Employed = True  
Business = True  
Benefit = False  
 
I think it would be best to develop the Pierce ROW as a grade level park. Future and further development could 
connect to other parks along Buffalo Bayou and possibly Discovery Green. Small scale pedestrian/bike bridges 
with appropriate slopes could span the cross streets to replace the overhead auto structures which are presently 
very heavy visual and actual barriers to connection with downtown.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 19, 2015 3:40 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mike OConnor  
2450 Louisiana St Ste 400-616  
Houston,TX,77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Building a new highway segment to link from the I10/59 intersection to 45 near UofH would divert a significant 
amount of traffic from the section of 59 that is the 2nd most congested segment in Texas. This route could be built 
near or above the railroad right of way.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 19, 2015 3:44 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mike OConnor  
2450 Louisiana St Ste 400-616  
Houston TX 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The propsed plan seems to make little use of the Hardy toll road. It appears it only connects to 59 south. I would 
think it should tie into i10 at least. It could also feed into a new highway segment Improposed from I 10/59 
intersection to I45 that Improposed in a separate comment.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
From:  
Date:  Wed, May 20, 2015 8:44 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Timothy Poplaski  
5380 W 34th St # 281  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The biggest problem facing the commuter and high speed rail projects currently under consideration is how to 
bring the trains down town. Seems like the former I45 route would be an excellent option. Put a train terminal at 
one end of the Pierce Elevated. Right light rail down the length of it along one edge, with stops ever couple of 
blocks, bus stops underneath. A park making use of the rest of the space. SkyStation, SkyPark, turns a divider into 
the central mass transit artery for the city,  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Wed, May 20, 2015 5:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Aaron Johnson  
1508 Quails Nest Cir  
College Station  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I vehemently disagree with removing the Pierce Elevated, as I see no advantage to the current set-up beyond 
pleasing a small sub-set of the population, while creating a single point of failure, buying up tons of ROW, wasting 
Texas taxpayer money better spent by improving other freeways, creating a wider problem in demolishing public 
housing, and much more. However, I think that the Pierce can be improved to reduce congestion. The inner-lane 
entrance from Allen Parkway to I-45S should be removed. The five-stack at US-59/288/45 needs to be rebuilt. 
Instead of forcing additional traffic onto the Pierce, new exit lanes need to go from NB I-69 to N-45 by paralleling 
the existing US-59 and I-10 corridors, put in existing ROW and being not too unlike the US-290/I-10 interchange. 
The old "stubs" leftover from moving the ramps would allow a more direct access to 288 from US-59 instead of the 
confusing ramps that are there. I do agree that I-10 should be straightened out near the Hardy Yards site to get 
straighter sight lines and reducing "concrete canyon" effects that would be instituted if Pierce was to be removed. 
In general, focus on reducing congestion on the Pierce and improving the areas below, and do not remove the 
Pierce to please a small base by wasting taxpayer money, hurting East Downtown residents, and antagonizing 
motorists. - A Texas Taxpayer in College Station, Texas  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 21, 2015 10:08 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Hai Nguyen  
1023 W. Melwood St  
Houston TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
How long will the construction on the ramps from 45 north to 10 west last?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 21, 2015 12:40 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Len Verrett  
17715 Surreywest Lane  

 
  

Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Perhaps this is out of scope for the segment, but I would like to know what is being done about the I45 and 
Louetta intersection. Heading south on I45 to exit on Louetta going West has gotten drastically worse in the past 
couple of months. It is listed as one of the top 4 most dangerous intersections.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 21, 2015 2:49 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Oscar Slotboom  
8803 Langdon  
Houston, TX 77036  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I have extensive public comments which made it necessary to create a separate document with my comments. 
Please download the file and include them as comments. If I need to mail in a printed copy, please let me know. 
MS Word http://houstonfreeways.com/images/plan-analysis/Public-Comments-I45-Oscar-Slotboom.docx PDF 
http://houstonfreeways.com/images/plan-analysis/Public-Comments-I45-Oscar-Slotboom.pdf The comments are 
also available online as a web page at http://houstonfreeways.com/analysis I would also like to know if it is 
possible to meet with a project representative to discuss my points of concern. Thank you. Oscar Slotboom 8803 
Langdon Houston, TX 77036 972-400-6755   
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Fri, May 22, 2015 10:33 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jim McSherry  
740 Rutland St.  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider providing space for future rail(light and high speed)lines in all proposals. As a city of the future 
Houston should be the first place in the US with high speed commuter rail from downtown to the 
Airport/Woodlands area, then from downtown to Galveston, then downtown to Katy, then Downtown to Sugar 
Land.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 24, 2015 5:25 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Tami Merrick  
1515 Houston Avenue  
Houston Texas  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Tx Dot should work closely with stakeholder groups to better understand where entrance and exit ramps are best 
located to serve local main artery streets and minimize the impact of routing downtown destination traffic into 
residential surrounding communities. Tx Dot should be required to integrate a plan that allows future incorporation 
of commuter rail in the I45 corridor. Also the ability to route a high speed rail or commuter rail from I 10 corrifor into 
the I10 alignment area of the project. Neighborhoods should not be default zones for commuter or high speed rail 
due to poor planning coordination of state and county transportation agencies.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, May 25, 2015 1:35 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Neal Meyer  
2822 Briarhurst Drive, #54  
Houston, Texas 77057  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
 
Greetings, After reading about this project, I do not necessarily doubt that increasing the capacity of I-45 will 
alleviate traffic congestion, and that this will save everyone time. A heavily utilized freeway in a major metropolitan 
area can expect to have traffic counts of some 20,000 vehicles per freeway lane per day. However, the $6 billion 
price tag makes me wince - and from what I know about government, including infrastructure projects, it is highly 
likely there will be cost overruns to boot. The I-10 / Katy Freeway widening project was 23 miles long, increased 
the capacity of the freeway from 11 lanes to 18-22 lanes, and cost $2.9 billion. Granted, that project was 
completed 10 years ago, but even factoring in 30 percent for inflation, that would have made the project $3.8 
billion in today's dollars. Hence, spending $6 billion or more, while managing to expand I-45 by only two lanes in 
both directions is dubious. Admittedly, the four managed lanes will likely ultimately move up to 80,000 more 
vehicles per day, but I believe that more capacity can be added for the estimated cost of this project. If TX-DOT is 
proposing spending that much money on this project, I would suggest double decking the freeway from the Sam 
Houston Tollway / Beltway 8, until I-45 reaches the 610 Loop. That would expand the freeway from 4-5 lanes to 8-
10 lanes. Metro would also be able to continue offering HOV bus transit service as part of the agency's Park and 
Ride program. Double decking the freeway through this area would help avoid property takings. The other part of 
this project that bothers me is the idea of taking down the Pierce Elevated and the part of the freeway west of 
downtown Houston. That part of I-45 has three lanes running in both directions (six lanes total). If the Pierce 
Elevated is taken down, while only adding four managed lanes running on Highway 59 on the east side of 
downtown Houston, that would result in a net reduction of road capacity on the southern end of this project. By 
default, that will not do anything to alleviate overall traffic congestion. In fact, it will make traffic congestion worse, 
and that is an awful outcome for spending $6 billion or more in public money. After giving the matter some thought, 
and reading some comments, if the goal of this project is to better connect to Interstate 45 and Highway 59 south 
of downtown Houston, I would suggest digging a tunnel, either under the current path of the Pierce Elevated / I-45, 
or under the pathway of Highway 59 east of downtown Houston, connecting the southern end of downtown 
Houston to I-45 north of downtown Houston. I would advocate that such a tunnel be of at least four lanes 
(preferably more) in both directions. That would achieve the goal of increasing capacity over the existing freeway 
network. I would add that digging a tunnel on either side of downtown Houston for what would be a distance of 
some 4-5 miles is a very expensive proposition. Such a tunnel would likely cost at least $500 million - $1 billion per 
mile, if not more. However, TX-DOT has already stated that half of the cost of the current proposal - some $3 
billion - is from project issues around downtown Houston. Hence, digging a tunnel for the southern end of this 
project would likely be more expensive than the current proposal, but comparatively it would offer more to the 
traveling public. Regards Neal Meyer Houston Texas  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Tue, May 26, 2015 9:25 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

robert  
221 hogan  
houston, texas, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
we have a big problem with traffic, changing the layout of the pierce elevated or removing it will only cause more 
confusion for local residents. I understand the need to change I do, but removing the freeway is not going to solve 
your traffic problems, stop letting builders with chapter 42 lot size minimization. To many people in the Central city, 
and the drainage needs to be addressed. i will vote no until a better plan is in place. It also seems to me it will 
make it hard to get the place us local people rely on for our short cuts and in an out of local neighborhoods.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Tue, May 26, 2015 4:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

louis crippen  
208 goldenrod  
houston tx 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Todays flooding (5/26/15)shows why Houston Ave and North bridge should remain .  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 27, 2015 2:25 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Joseph Pedigo  
341 Parkview St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. 
from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and school zone; therefore, this area 
should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from the south. - Germantown is an old, 
quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support increased traffic flow of through traffic 
especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as garages are not prevalent. Increased 
traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-
ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-
residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for larger trucks and vehicles coming from 
the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage and other traffic control measures to 
encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be used as a cut through using 
Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). Secondary solution: Redesign it 
to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North St. or the Woodland Heights 
neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland Heights historic districts are purely 
residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park and 2 designated school zones; 
therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 Southbound. 
SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet TxDOT “codes”. Removal of 
the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the neighborhood. But the historic 
commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic districts). We feel these solutions 
will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the vehicles trying to access I-45 North 
and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with minor design changes needed and it 
removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact Germantown and Woodland Heights 
neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep vehicles from having to travel through 
the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school zone street) to try and get back to N. 
Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will increase the noise levels to all residents 
of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise levels. - Traffic will be closer to 
Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides some noise dampening will be 
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removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 
South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce 
noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 59 between Montrose and Hazard 
St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our concerns  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 27, 2015 3:54 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Martha Hernandez  
602 Graceland  
Houston tx 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
where and what time is the meeting as the for the TXdot corridor meeting on May 28th  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 27, 2015 5:13 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kay E. Donahue  
126 Payne Street  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
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and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Wed, May 27, 2015 5:26 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kendall Hawkins  
114 Payne St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
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minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 9:10 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Erin Borstmayer  
1911 Hickory Street  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a resident of First Ward, I am in support of the comments submitted by the First Ward Civic Council dated May 
24, 2015. I live only a few blocks away from I-45 (on Spring) so I have a strong interest in how this expansion is 
developed. Proper sound protection must be built into the plan. Also, I take Houston Ave north across I-10 to 
White Oak Drive to get to work every day so it is essential to me that this bridge remains in place and that Houston 
remains two-directional North of I-10 (at least to White Oak Drive). I also support the overall project comments that 
the I-45 coalition is collecting from many residents and business owners along the expansion corridor. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 9:13 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Bob Pohl  
1307 Sabine St.  
Houston, Texas 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I would appreciate saving the Quitman access, that is a very useful way to access Houston Ave.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
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Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:07 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Jeff Whitsett  
1627 Sage St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider the proposal for the Pierce Elevated Skypark. What an extraordinary opportunity to do something 
unique that will be talked about and idolized by other cities.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:07 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Craig Adams  
7602 Jackwood  
Houston, TX, 77074  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I love this idea of the Pierce Sky Park. Let's not just destroy let's create and improve.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:11 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jeff Whitsett  
1627 Sage St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Would like consideration about Little White Oak Bayou and the possibility of getting a bike trail/walking trail along 
this watershed to encourage use of nearby Woodland Park. I appreciate everyones effort on this, thanks for 
listening.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:15 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Patrick Knape  
6301 Almeda Road  
Houston, Texas 77021  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = True  
 
This would bring so much business to the area. Please look at all other cities that have done this type of 
conversion and the benefits that city. I own a marketing/design company and this type of project fits into what we 
promote and the type of companies/projects we would associate ourselves with. This is a must for houston! Please 
approve this project!!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:22 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Linda Sengvong  
704 Ruthven St.  
Houston, TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Creating a Pierce Skypark would be a great asset to Houston and Houstonians. Houston is in need of more 
outdoor and park space. So many people have embraced the improvements made to Buffalo Bayou. Having this 
Skypark would add to the greatness of the city and tie in Buffalo Bayou trails to downtown seamlessly. Converting 
the space into a skypark (as opposed to tearing down) would also keep in preserving a part of Houston's history. 
This is an exciting project that needs to move forward for the greater good of the city and the Houstonians.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:27 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jared Reid  
4310 Dunlavy #434  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support Pierce Skypark's concept!  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:31 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Josh Cornejo  
611 Enid St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Converting the Pierce Elevated into a park would transform Houston, and would be a huge tourist attraction. This, 
coupled with the Buffalo Bayou project would be huge!! Please strongly consider this, and do not disappoint 
Houstonians again with another boring alternative.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:43 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Audrey McKenna  
4937 Walker St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Houston needs more parks! Turning the Pierce elevated into a park would be so wonderful for the area and for the 
city!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:44 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Bob Andrew  
2723 Ashford Trail Dr  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Strongly support turning the Pierce elevated, and the land below it, into "Downtown Business District" managed 
space which incorporates landscaping, lighting, walking/running trail, and leased spaced for e.g. refreshment and 
craft vendors  
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Strongly support turning the Pierce elevated, and the land below it, into "Downtown Business District" managed 
space which incorporates landscaping, lighting, walking/running trail, and leased spaced for e.g. refreshment and 
craft vendors  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 11:04 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ron White  
116 Mulberry Street  
Lake Jackson TX 77566  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please seriously consider the Pierce Skypark as part of your I45 plans. It would be a delightful addition to Houston 
as an entertainment destination.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 11:24 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kennan Bieber  
2805 Mason St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the use of the Pierce Elevated section of i45 as a common green space, either in the form of the "Sky 
Park" concept or as a "Pierce Promenade" with accommodations for pedestrian, bike and vehicle traffic. These 
projects will help bridge Midtown and Downtown in a way that will encourage a vibrant local culture, healthy 
lifestyles, a strong local economy, and strengthen the Houston community. It will also provide a wonderful venue 
for bringing large outdoor events closer to the heart of down town.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 11:27 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

William Hesser  
4305 Mckinney St.  
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Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Pierce Elevated should become a common-use space with accommodations for pedestrians and cyclists. Also, do 
not close the Elysian Viaduct. It provides the only path north of I10 when trains are (regularly) stopped on the 
tracks.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 12:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ross Coburn  
9009 Richmond Ave #107  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I think the Pierce Elevated sounds like a wonderful idea given proper execution.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 1:18 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Benjamin Ackley  
2110 Shearn St A20  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a resident of First Ward at 2110 Shearn St #A20, I am in support of the comments submitted First Ward Civic 
Council dated May 24, 2015. I also support the overall project comments that the I-45 coalition is collecting from 
many residents and business owners along the expansion corridor.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 1:29 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Beth Davis  
105 Payne St.  
Houston, TX, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 1:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jennifer Cornejo  
611 Enid St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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The Pierce Skypark would be huge for Houston. It would be the first of its kind on this scale, which would be great 
exposure for Houston.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 2:03 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Julie Edsall  
1118 Edwards St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a resident of First Ward at 1118 Edwards, I am in support of the comments submitted First Ward Civic Council 
dated May 24, 2015. Especially the ones regarding better access to Downtown Houston via bicycle and walking 
paths and keeping Houston Avenue at two way street. Thank you,  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 2:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

kelli Touchstone  
1704 white oak  
houston, tx, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the pierce sky park.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 2:11 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Chad Stephenson  
105 Payne St.  
Houston, tx 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
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Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 2:52 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Julie Villaescusa  
1314 Dart  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a resident of First Ward at 1314 Dart, I am in support of the comments submitted First Ward Civic Council 
dated May 24, 2015. I also support the overall project comments that the I-45 coalition is collecting from many 
residents and business owners along the expansion corridor.  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 3:48 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jost Lunstroth  
620 woodland  

 
  

Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please allow one the groups to do something with the Pierce Elavated !! Your new I45 is gonna be great and it 
would be even better if something truely great was done with the leftover freeway.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 4:09 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Travis McCarra  
1304 Ruthven St, Apt B  
Houston, TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am all for the Pierce Skypark. I'm very excited at the possibility that this project will come to life. Aside from 
making our city more attractive to tourists, it will be more attractive to those who live here and are moving here. 
Designing a synergistic space that combines recreation and commerce on this historic Houston structure would be 
a huge asset to Houston's quality of life and downtown initiatives. Please save the money of destroying it and use 
it give us a "High Line" of our own.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 5:34 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Coyia richter  
4845 hazelton st  
Houston, Texas 77035  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Really support the Pierce Sky park concept and want to see it a reality.  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 6:40 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Darryl Schwark  
119 Parkview Street  
Houston, Texas  

  
Employed = True  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 7:11 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
A Wurzbach  
4127 Tartan Lane  
Houston, TX 77025  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Pierce Skypark would be an interesting green space. I think it would even attract tourism because it is such a 
unique concept. A win/win for the city of Houston. Please consider the project as an efficient use of an existing 
structure.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 7:24 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Donald Smith  
5401 Rampart st  
Houston, tx, 77081  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = True  
 
I would really like to see this project take off.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 7:52 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Katie Niemann  
5847 Kansas St  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider the pierce sky park! Let's create an oasis in the middle of the city and repurpose an area that 
would otherwise be destroyed into something great for all houstonians!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 8:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Michelle Kraft  
119 Parkview  
Houston, TX, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To Whom It May Concern: TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project will significantly and (potentially) adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. Improvements to the 
North Houston Highway Improvement Project should a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods' quality of life 
AND b) improve it where possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address 
the following issues with the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. 
past Quitman for access to I-45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and 
includes a public park and school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 northbound from the south. It is already quite difficult for pedestrians to cross Houston with existing 
traffic; making Houston Ave. a throughfare would make it worse. Children in the neighbourhood need to cross 
Houston on the way to school and adding more traffic would make this difficult and unsafe. - Germantown is an 
old, quiet neighborhood and its narrow streets are not designed to support increased traffic flow of through traffic 
especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street. Increased traffic would create a nuisance 
and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route 
northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can 
support this traffic flow and is currently used for larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and 
other traffic coming from the South. Add signage and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. 
There is a lot of space around Quitman to add lanes and make the road wider. It is also very convenient for the 
neighbourhood to access 45. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be used as a cut through using 
Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. I know a few people living on that street and it is very 
quiet and narrow. Many people park on that street because they don't have a garage. North St. is a narrow 
residential street and could not handle the increase in traffic. As well, it would make the neighbourhood 
significantly louder. Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians and cyclists ONLY. One of the 
great things about Germantown is people love to get out and walk and bike around the neighbourhood. A 
pedestrian/cyclist bridge would further promote this. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North St. or the 
Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland Heights historic 
districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park and 2 
designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access 
I-45 Southbound. Increased traffic would be dangerous for pedestrians and would increase the noise in the 
neighbourhood. Germantown is a great historic neighbourhood filled with people who love living here and feel it is 
a special place. Increased traffic would be detrimental to the historic aspect as well as the "community feeling" in 
the neighbourhood. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet TxDOT 
“codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the neighborhood. 
But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed as it adds to the historic nature of the 
neighbourhood and houses an awesome business (Kaboom Books). We feel these solutions will benefit all 
parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 
N access via Quitman is already an established access with minor design changes needed and it removes a major 
portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The 
southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland 
Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access 
the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. 
ISSUES: - Existing greenery which currently provides some noise dampening and neighbourhood beautification 
will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement barriers (sound walls) along 
the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and thickness to 
significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 59 between 
Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our 
concerns. Our neighbourhood has had multiple meetings on this issue and the consensus was that we are very 
happy our opinions are being asked for and taken into consideration. I am aware that living in the loop requires 
some give-and-take with regards to traffic and the resulting noise. But I do hope that you take into consideration 
the historic nature of our wonderful neighbourhood and try to mitigate the negative effects of this expansion. I truly 
believe we can all come to a mutually satisfactory solution that accomplishes TXDOT's objectives of making traffic 
flow more efficient and Germantown's objectives of preserving and bettering our neighbourhood. Thanks so much!  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 9:24 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Reid Ruple  
1003 Caplin St.  
Houston, Texas, 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I-45 needs to be doubled in size rather than just adding a couple of money grabbing lanes. If you had to drive 
this every day from north suburbs to the medical center, you would understand how poorly planned this project 
is. The Pierce elevated should have been double decked when it was last rebuilt. That would take very little if 
any additional right of way and double the capacity. Lets start planning for the future rather than planning for 
traffic that was here 20 years ago.  

 

 

  

   

   

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 9:26 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Helen Currier  
1519 Hawthorne Street  
Houston, TX 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
This would be extraordinary for Houston!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 10:12 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Georgianne Sigler  
4207 Purdue St.  
Houston, TX 77005  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider including the Pierce Skypark concept as part of the downtown I-45 expansion.  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Thu, May 28, 2015 11:32 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Rodrick Myers  
3101 Beauchamp St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
my wife and daughters and I love the "Pierce Skypark" concept, what a great way to add much needed outdoor 
recreational greenspace to the city. The connection to the facelifted Buffalo Bayou park and light rail lines is icing 
on the cake. Elevated gardens, shade and open spaces, a fantastic idea.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 7:04 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kenneth T Lindow Jr.  
3317 Morrison St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and 
I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. TxDOT has proposed many 
innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes 
that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: 0.1 – All existing sound barrier 
walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project. 0.2 
- Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the 
freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest 
districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway 
instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. 0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ 
techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 (610 to 
Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed 
businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the 
east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building 
above grade. 1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should 
be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide 
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes 
thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our 
neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, 
Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way 
street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes 
southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 
south. This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
(similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in 
place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be 
directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into 
southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. 
Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this 
location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, 
will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 
2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the 
radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 
610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a 
double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton 
(approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to 
construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in 
place at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent 
with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later 
date. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done 
simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the 
southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 
northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and 
#50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” 
exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton 
overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by 
anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit 
immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed 
entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link 
Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. This 
exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare 
street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. Current 
plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an 
entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and 
Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane 
merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate 
the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a 
Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect 
the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and 
instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is 
probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a 
Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I 
strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce 
Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a 
hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the 
project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important 
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop 
residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There 
are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the 
Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails 
and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized 
landscaping. TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to 
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be 
depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, 
Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support 
eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for 
the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid 
added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and 
incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail 
District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot 
construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in 
one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south 
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some 
point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas. 
Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 
3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the 
anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion. Detention 
requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is 
being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering 
public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed 
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT 
should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which 
streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should be reaching out to 
leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 3.11 - Work with 
Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access 
on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable land trading where 
University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be 
future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and 
entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 3.13 - TxDOT needs 
to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects. 
Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 3.14 - Review 
and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 3.15 - There needs to be 
access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the convention center cap park 
to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place 
from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the 
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.17 - Coordinate with Metro 
Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in 
the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station. I firmly believe that TxDOT engineers and 
planners are only concerned with their future careers and not the concerns or need of the public. Each one of you 
will benefit monetarily from this project, and you will put that FIRST IN MIND and no other consideration will be 
given.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 7:23 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Steve Flowers  
1217 Wentworth st.  
Houston, TX 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am a resident of the Museum District and have seen first hand the improvement in the area. The Pierce skypark 
proposal would add to the massive effort to improve our area as far as walkability, livability, and quality of life. 
Please don't tear down the Pierce elevated and instead turn it into an elevated park and activity space. Thank you, 
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Steve & Linda.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 8:59 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Renate Jones  
6606 Neff Street  
Houston TX 77074  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support exploring the integration of Pierce Skypark into downtown I-45 expansion project.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 9:25 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Scott Dailey  
616 Memorial Heights Dr. #4213  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Houston's continuing rise to becoming a global city will require efforts on many fronts, including the creation of 
great public spaces. This part of downtown is particularly bland right now and could greatly benefit from this space.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 10:47 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Carlos Gonzalez Ahumada  
916 Ruthven St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
This will be an amazing project and it will give the city of Houston a great opportunity to improve the 
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downtown/midtown area.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 10:55 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Florence Clark  
3106 Norhill Blvd.  
Houston, TX  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and 
I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. TxDOT has proposed many 
innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes 
that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: 0.1 – All existing sound barrier 
walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project. 0.2 
- Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the 
freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest 
districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway 
instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. 0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ 
techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 (610 to 
Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This 
east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed 
businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the 
east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building 
above grade. 1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should 
be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide 
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes 
thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our 
neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, 
Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way 
street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes 
southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 
south. This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound 
(similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in 
place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be 
directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into 
southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. 
Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this 
location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, 
will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 
2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the 
radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 
610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a 
double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton 
(approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to 
construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in 
place at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent 
with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later 
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date. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done 
simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the 
southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 
northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and 
#50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” 
exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton 
overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by 
anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit 
immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed 
entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link 
Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. This 
exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare 
street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. Current 
plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an 
entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and 
Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane 
merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate 
the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a 
Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect 
the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and 
instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is 
probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a 
Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I 
strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce 
Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a 
hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the 
project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important 
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop 
residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There 
are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the 
Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails 
and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized 
landscaping. TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to 
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be 
depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, 
Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support 
eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for 
the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid 
added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards 
and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and 
incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail 
District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the projects may not be timed with TX DOT 
construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in 
one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south 
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some 
point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas. 
Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 
3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the 
anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion. Detention 
requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is 
being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering 
public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed 
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT 
should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which 
streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should be reaching out to 
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leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 3.11 - Work with 
Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access 
on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable land trading where 
University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be 
future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and 
entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 3.13 - TxDOT needs 
to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects. 
Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 3.14 - Review 
and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 3.15 - There needs to be 
access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the convention center cap park 
to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place 
from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the 
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.17 - Coordinate with Metro 
Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in 
the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 11:16 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Joseph Gentile  
3300 Cummins St Unit 2328  
Houston, TX 77027  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please take down the pierce elevated. An elevated park seems trendy but ultimately not useful. Please expend 
energy and funds on putting the new parallel I45 and 59 in a tunnel or underground so there can be parks or 
buildings between the convention center and east downtown.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 11:36 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ellen Orseck  
5734 Innsbruck  
Bellaire, Texas 77401  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the Pierce Skyway project.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 11:56 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

John Moschioni  
1515 Houston AVenue  
Houston, Texas 77251  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I FULLY support the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project. It 
would be nice to see existing structure used in a constructive way that would benefit the citizens of Houston.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 12:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jerel Gue  
1304 Robin Street  
Houston. Texas, 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am letting Tx Dot know that I fully support the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in the I-45 
Downtown expansion project. This will create great opportunities within the city and will allow for some fantastic 
urban design opportunities in the future.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 12:24 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Özge Güleç  
6119 Fordham St  
Houston tx 77005  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 12:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sandra Lynch  
1100 Louisiana, Suite One  
Houston, TX 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I fully support the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project. It is a 
great opportunity to create a beautiful centerpiece in the center of our City that will rival any green space in the 
country.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 1:09 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Diana Lerma Pfeifer  
604 Joyce Street  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Say YES to the Pierce Skypark! If there is an opportunity to enhance the green space, beautification and overall 
clean air benefits gained by converting the current Pierce elevated into the Skypark then I say YES! hope you will 
take pause to seriously consider what this project could do for the City of Houston. Thanks for your open minds 
and forward thinking!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 1:13 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Carly Craig  
817 W 22nd St.  
Houston, TX 77008  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the Pierce Skypark.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 1:23 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Patti Lennon, CPM, REALTOR®, Environmental Scientist  
1201 Gillette Street #3  
Houston, TX 77019  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Yes. Do this project. The benefits to the city will be substantial across a broad spectrum of categories including 
social, environmental, asthetic and economic. Houston has been in the cutting edge of outer space. We should 
also be pushing the boundaries and leading the way in space much closer to home. Let's do this thing!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 1:30 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Will Garwood  
4545 Post Oak Place Drive Suite 205  
Houston, Texas, 77027  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges 
that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They 
should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston 
and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in 
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). The North St. bridge is 
particularly important to us. We would like to see that it is rebuilt as quickly as possible and that it is aesthetically 
pleasing. I am also in full support of the proposed plans presented by the Greater Northside Management District 
(GNMD).  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 1:35 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Patrick W. Rutledge  
607 Gladys  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
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Benefit = False  
 
I have e-mailed to HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov address a detailed reply crafted with the help of the I-45 Coalition. 
Please include all the suggestions contained in this reply to your data base of community responses to the I-45 
Plan.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 1:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Monique mahler  
308 w33rd  
houston, tx, 77018  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support pierce park  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 2:04 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Andy Kwari  
28243 Daystrom  
Katy, TX, 77494  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = True  
 
I support and am looking forward for the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown 
Expansion project  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 2:38 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Norman Woodson  
2401 Maufferd Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
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Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To: Texas Department of Transportation Email comments to: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov Re: North Houston 
Highway Improvement Project I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do 
Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity 
to comment on changes that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: 0.1 – 
All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed 
as part of this project. 0.2 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that 
are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some 
of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the 
freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. 0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet 
pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 
(610 to Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of 
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has 
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this 
section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel 
adjustments and by building above grade. 1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so 
customers can gain access to businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage 
St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for 
example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. 
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that 
character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over 
US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must 
continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston 
Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at 
grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston 
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that 
is currently in place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic 
that will be directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up 
into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed 
lighting. Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed 
at this location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston 
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By 
implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by 
adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast 
quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable 
homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From 
south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly 
less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it at a later date. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant 
a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound 
and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at 
N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit 
near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, 
taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan 
has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly 
increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A 
possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to 
Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, 
there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street 
not an arterial or collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS 
designed as a major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance 
ramp going North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 

June 1, 2015 Page 83 
 

mirandac1
Typewritten Text

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
W 624



North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other 
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to 
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection 
to South St. maintained. We would also like to have the Bridge on Wrightwood redone to accommodate increased 
traffic and the street entrance to the 100 block of Quitman @ Maufferd closed off from the service road to avoid 
increased traffic and restrict the number of issues with broken down & stolen vehicles which are left on that street. 
This would only leave Wrightwood & White Oak as the only two streets to turn onto once you exit from 45 headed 
south at the Quitman exit. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any 
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at 
Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton 
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the 
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered 
and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and 
request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use 
existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to 
and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity 
with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 
and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near 
the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou 
Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in 
kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. TxDOT should have a working 
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike 
plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done 
concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it 
later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the 
time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private 
partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & 
Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the 
projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation 
to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly 
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually 
widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on 
Houston Avenue in residential areas. Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of 
speeds in residential area of First Ward. 3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris 
County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west 
side of the expansion. Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and 
not the time that the project is being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for 
high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and 
adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in 
attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should 
be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity 
and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable 
land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent 
areas that could be future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to 
Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These 
areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway 
expansion projects. Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily 
understood. 3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 
3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the 
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convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of 
construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. 
Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 3:04 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Larry Hysinger  
1100 Leeland  
Houston, Texas 77002  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The Pierce Skypark would make a wonderful and unusual park and be less expensive to make than to tear down.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 3:30 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mary Louise Martinez Perry  
910 91st Street  
Galveston Texas 77554  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
This definitely visions of a BIG GOVERNMENT over bearing it's powers on a beautiful community that has a 
history - the Heights and the HISTORIC GERMANTOWN DISTRICT ! To begin the story, a beautiful school on 
Houston avenue @Bingham that was build in 1895 was torn down because it was old in 1970s... Thank God the 
Alamo was not in Houston ! I'm 70 years old , my sisters and I went to Hawthorne Elementary as did my mother 
and uncles. Even Mrs Montlabano of the Montlabano Lumber Company ( she was older than my Mom.) went 
there!!! I grew up on Parkview Street across from a wonderful woodland Park and my parents lived there till their 
death. Now the plan by TX DOT IS to destroy the Historic Germantown District and Heights to MAYBE make life 
better for the drivers coming south on I-45 going on to I-10!!!! And, drivers fromI-10 connecting to I-45 north! 
Please. Please please reconsider the plan that does not have the residents of this community in their thoughts! 
Consider the exit at Little York to connect to I-10 . To close ramps in this community for these passing drivers will 
disrupt the entire area , where residents walk up and down at any time of the day! Where else can one do that in 
Houston! and school children being let out for schools. The Texas Dot has yet to solve problems without creating 
more problems for communites . Please do not destroy the Woodland Heights which is now the HISTORIC 
GERMANTOWN DISTRICT and Historic Heights!  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 3:49 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mike OConnor  
2450 Louisiana St Ste 400-616  
Houston TX 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The propsed plan seems to make little use of the Hardy toll road. It appears it only connects to 59 south. I would 
think it should tie into i10 at least. It could also feed into a new highway segment Improposed from I 10/59 
intersection to I45 that Improposed in a separate comment.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 4:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Michael A Payne  
3610 Fannin Street  
Houston, TX, 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
BikeHouston is Houston’s non-profit bicycle advocacy organization. Our organization represents the 1.5 million 
bicycle owners in the Houston region. We are a member of the H-GAC pedestrian and bicycle subcommittee and 
co-chair the Houston Coalition for Complete Streets. We are funded through private donations. Our mission is to 
create a complete network of streets that are safe and accessible for bicyclists to increase the quality of life of all 
Houstonians. The proposed North Houston Highway Improvement project will directly impact Houston’s ability to 
create a network of safe streets. We therefore request that you incorporate the following considerations to the 
proposed North Houston Highway Improvement project. The U.S. DOT policy is to support the integration of active 
transportation networks into transportation projects, let’s work to make this project a step in this direction. 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/overview/policy_accom.cfm 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/bp-guid.cfm#bp2 Please do not hesitate to 
contact us with any questions. Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Considerations: 1. Build a shared use path - not a 
shared motor and bicycle vehicle lane on feeder roads. We strongly oppose building a shared bicycle lane on the 
feeder road. The high speeds on feeder roads make them inappropriate for a standard bicycle lane or shared 
bicycle lane (sharrow) or having bicycles use a shoulder. Please see the NACTO reference on sharrow usage. 
(http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-markings/) Having bicycles in 
the roadway as currently proposed will lead to traffic fatalities. Instead build a 10’ - 15’ shared use path along 
feeder roads. This provides a much safer, more user friendly alternative. It ultimately will be less expensive as 
well, as it will lead to fewer fatalities and will not require the heavy reinforcement a road bed would require Trail 
design - building a shared use path with minor curves and plantings along it will enhance the user experience as 
well as mitigate noise pollution. Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Considerations Continued: 2. Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Crossings. Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle crossing at every underpass and overpass. Freeways 
should not be impenetrable barriers to bikes and pedestrians. They should be an integrated part of Houston’s 
transportation system – per federal policy as referenced above. Freeways should never inhibit Houston’s ability to 
develop other modes of transportation, such as transit, bicycle and walking. Further development of additional 
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modes of transportation will increase mobility, health and safety, and decrease congestion. BikeHouston is 
concerned about TxDOT’s poor track record of building high-speed feeder roads in urban areas with little to no 
accommodation for safe crossings of these barriers for neighborhood and park accessibility. Build all bayou 
crossings to either incorporate trails or leave them “trail ready” with 10 foot wide benches. Design freeway 
crossings taking future trails into account and leave these areas trail-ready to maximize efficiency of the public 
dollar. Ensure that surface street bridges accommodate space for pedestrians and bicyclists. If the bridges are 
high speed, over 35 mph, then accommodations to create safe crossing for peds/bikes must be built, either shared 
use side paths or protected bike lanes and sidewalks. TxDOT should not build facilities where cyclists and vehicles 
share the road over long bridges across interstates. 3. Access During Construction: Maintain bayou and trail 
accessibility during construction. It is critical that accessibility is maintained during construction. This project area 
passes through the heavily used White Oak Bayou trail which is used for both commuting and recreation. As 
TxDOT is aware, there must be accommodations made for existing users during construction. BikeHouston is 
concerned about TxDOT’s poor track record in this regard. Sincerely, Michael Payne BikeHouston Executive 
Director  832-819-2453  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 4:15 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jonathan Newport  
1001 Avenida de las Americas  
Houston, TX, 77010  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The use of the ROW under US 59 by the George R. Brown Convention Center (GRB) goes back to an agreement 
the City of Houston and TXDOT developed in the early 1970’s. Without the use of the ROW under US 59, the 
GRB would not have been built at its current location. The necessity for freight handling at all convention centers is 
essential in order to load-in and load-out shows. We have 40 loading docks on the ground level, and for major 
shows, we have more than 600 semi-trailers delivering prior to the show, and over 500 picking up after the show. 
The area underneath the freeway is used during conventions to store crates, material handling equipment, pallets, 
and other materials that are immediately needed when the show ends. Meeting planners who are considering 
Houston for their tradeshows or conventions always verify that the convention center has sufficient freight 
receiving and storage for their shows. In general, the higher the volume of freight and deliveries for a show, the 
higher the attendance. We could not do the Fan Experience for the NCAA Men’s Final Four or NFL Experience 
without the current space we have under the freeway. This area is essential for the future of our business and the 
success of the hospitality community in downtown Houston. Over one million people a year attend events at the 
GRB, and the proposal, as it is currently constituted, stands to dramatically affect operations. Annual equipment 
use in the area to be impacted by proposed recommended alternative: Total deco trailers: 785 Total forklifts: 700 
Total freight trailers: 534 Total weight: 8,000,000 pounds Total equipment crates stored under US 59: 1,500-2,000  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 4:38 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Otis Horton PhD  
2929 Buffalo Speedway #1109  
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Houston, TX 77098  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I sincerely believe that the Pierce Skypark would upgrade the appeal of the downtown area and make it more 
functional but also more loveable and vibrant.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 4:42 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Alvina & Roger Lohr  
314 Morris St.  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
We support the concept project for the Pierce Elevated in I-45 downtown expansion project.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 4:45 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Northline Commons, LLC (Stephen Preston, ASO)  
3829 W Spring Creek Pkwy  
Plano, Texas 75023  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The ownership of Northline Commons strongly opposes condemnation or taking of any kind. Northline Commons 
is a 480,000 square foot class A, newly constructed, regional power and lifestyle shopping center located at the 
northeast corner of IH-45 and Cross Timbers. Northline Commons remains the ONLY major retail destination 
servicing the vast trade area. Anchored by multiple and essential national, regional and local retailers, service 
providers and restaurants, condemnation or taking of any kind would materially adversely impact the shopping 
center, community and its residents in a variety of ways. Irrespective of the immediate, costly and destructive 
effect any taking would have on the OVERALL function, form, use and economic viability of the shopping center, 
the hardship placed on its thousands of daily shoppers that rely on its proximity and accessibility given the scarcity 
of nearby similar shopping options is equally harmful. The following, and in no particular order of importance, are a 
just a few of the adverse impacts: • Parking • Access • Tax revenue • Aesthetics • Visibility • Layout, vehicular flow 
• Construction / re-construction cost • Loss of entitlement(s) value • Lease-ability / market-ability • Economic 
valuation impact • Sale-ability / Finance-ability • Lease violation / cancel-ability • Pedestrian issues  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 4:51 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

MICHAEL D NEWTON  
15207 Diana Lane  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Model the freeway on the "High Line" Park in NYC. Make the freeway into a upper level walkway with trees, shade 
canopies, benches, etc.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 5:54 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

mary Lou Henry, F.A.I.C.P.  
1656 Banks  
Houston,Texas 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The highways are only one part of the transportation network. This proposal ignores the Houston Major 
Thoroughfare Plan by proposing to cut off vital circulation athe the ground level for numerous major and collector 
streets that are vital to the entire network. You need to rethink this and leave these in place. It will do no good for 
the community if you give preference to those on the highway and ignore the rest of the system. Did you even look 
at the Houston major Thoroughfare Plan? This is appaling!!!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 5:58 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Margaret A Harris  
4630 Pineridge St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The Pierce Skypark is the best idea for showing off Houston as THE place to live -- and to re-locate your business. 
Plus, it will make Houston much more attractive as a tourist destination. It's wonderful for our environment, to 
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encourage more residents to get out of their homes and businesses and get some exercise. What's not to love?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 6:34 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jeanette Davis  
1116 Euclid St  
Houston, TX 77009-7139  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To: Texas Department of Transportation Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project I certify that per Texas 
Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit 
monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 
4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see 
happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: 0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be 
replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project. 0.2 - Sound 
Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with 
landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. 
Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls 
to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. 0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to 
lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has 
additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-
developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more 
desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with 
floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 1.2 
There needs to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses. Segment 
2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as 
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of 
the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a 
visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will 
force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound 
and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance 
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout 
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 2.3 –When the N.Main 
bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there. Currently, 
eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. 
When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. Increasing the width of 
this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 2.4 – The 
proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North 
St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of 
green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 2.2 above, there is no 
purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector 
ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed 
plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking 
the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to 
south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will 
support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction 
of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and 
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congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date. Also any life safety, lighting or 
other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a 
future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed 
plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being 
eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed 
entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound 
from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. 
The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern 
section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, 
place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – 
On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop 
sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer 
to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of 
the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an 
Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only 
other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to 
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection 
to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any 
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at 
Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton 
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the 
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered 
and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and 
request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use 
existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to 
and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity 
with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 
and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near 
the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou 
Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in 
kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. TxDOT should have a working 
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike 
plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done 
concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it 
later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the 
time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private 
partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & 
Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the 
projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation 
to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly 
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually 
widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on 
Houston Avenue in residential areas. Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of 
speeds in residential area of First Ward. 3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris 
County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west 
side of the expansion. Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and 
not the time that the project is being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for 
high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and 
adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in 
attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should 
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be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity 
and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable 
land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent 
areas that could be future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to 
Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These 
areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway 
expansion projects. Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily 
understood. 3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 
3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the 
convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of 
construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. 
Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 7:07 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jon Derry  
115 Alma St.  
Houston,TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To: Texas Department of Transportation Email comments to: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov Re: North Houston 
Highway Improvement Project I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do 
Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity 
to comment on changes that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: 1.1 – 
All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed 
as part of this project. 1.2 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that 
are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some 
of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the 
freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. Please consider putting 
noise walls up before construction begins in residental areas adjacent to I45 like between North main and I-10 to 
make the noise bearable at night. 1.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound 
decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has additional 
R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and 
thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the 
additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated 
by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 1.2 There need to be curb cut 
entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All 
bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that 
have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They 
should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston 
and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in 
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concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design 
competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic 
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance ramp can be 
merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely 
eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. The latest TXDOT proposal will 
adversely affect the new local bus route on Houston Ave beginning in August 2015 by eliminating the northbound 
connection from Houston Ave. to N. Main. This would cause a lot of inconvenience to people who depend on it to 
commute to work downtown. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the 
increased traffic that will be directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to 
go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left 
with better timed lighting. Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic 
lanes are depressed at this location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that 
connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into 
residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic 
patterns. By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing 
R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the 
southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC 
affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – 
From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly 
less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it at a later date. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant 
a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound 
and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at 
N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit 
near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, 
taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan 
has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly 
increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A 
possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to 
Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, 
there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street 
not an arterial or collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS 
designed as a major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance 
ramp going North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other 
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to 
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection 
to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any 
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at 
Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton 
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the 
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered 
and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and 
request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use 
existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to 
and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity 
with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 
and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near 
the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou 
Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in 
kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. TxDOT should have a working 
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike 
plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
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Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done 
concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it 
later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the 
time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private 
partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & 
Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the 
projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation 
to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly 
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually 
widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on 
Houston Avenue in residential areas. Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of 
speeds in residential area of First Ward. 3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris 
County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west 
side of the expansion. Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and 
not the time that the project is being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for 
high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and 
adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in 
attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should 
be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity 
and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable 
land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent 
areas that could be future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to 
Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These 
areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway 
expansion projects. Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily 
understood. 3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 
3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the 
convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of 
construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. 
Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 7:19 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Michelle O'Michael  
933 Dorothy St  
Houston Tx 77008  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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I support making of Pierce Skypark into the downtown versus tearing it down. I also do not want any of the 
property between Maury and Main Street taken in eminent domain.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 8:01 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Donna Durbin  
1502 Munger St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Pierce Skypark would make a great addition to Houston's attractions and green space. Let's repurpose Pierce 
Elevated into a Downtown Expansion project. Let's be creative.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 10:47 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mel Mclemore  
1811 Bugle run  
katy  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Great opportunity to create a true sense of place in Houston! I love the High line, and love visiting New York to see 
it. I believe that if the Pierce Skypark was actually successfully realized, it would help promote an increase in 
tourism which our city currently seeks.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Fri, May 29, 2015 11:23 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Peter Cho  
4045 North Freeway  
Houston, TX 77022  

  
Employed = False  
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Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I agree with Segment 1, 610 to beltway 8 as is.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 6:29 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Theresa Doyle  
913 Fugate  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please turn the Pierce Elevated into a parkland destination. Houston could add much needed outdoor pedestrian 
space by repurposing the Elevated instead of ripping it down.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 8:22 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Tom Shepard  
117 Payne St.  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
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Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 8:23 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Stefan Jander  
1026 Allston St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
i support the idea of exploring the integration of Pierce Skypark into downtown I-45 expansion project.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 8:38 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Matthew Wylie  
2910 Houston Ave  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Greetings, As a supplement to my earlier comments regarding the potential for significantly increased traffic in 
Germantown, the following are also possible solutions: Northbound Houston Avenue from Quitman to North Main 
could have no access to I-45, and Quitman St could be the sole on-ramp for I-45 North with the route for 
northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can 
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support this traffic flow and is currently used for larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and 
other traffic coming from the South. Signage and other traffic control measures could be added to encourage use 
of this route. Another alternative is to retain southbound access to I-45 south from Houston Avenue northbound to 
I-45. If necessary for the onramp to comply with current codes, a small amount of property acquisition in that area 
may be necessary. Please also consider noise abatement barriers between I-45 and Germantown. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:01 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Colin  
1100 Richmond Ave #5  
Houston, TX  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I can think of no better way to spend my tax dollars than on the proposed Pierce Skypark. How proud I would be of 
our city for providing its citizens this wonderful opportunity. Houston is booming. People keep moving here, but 
that is not enough. The bigger challenge is to KEEP them here. We could rival New York's High Line - the High 
Line of the South! We would be the envy and the leader of other southern cities, including Austin. Please deeply 
consider funding this project. If there is anything I can do to help, please do not hesitate to ask me. Thank you very 
much.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:04 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sharon Hoyt  
466 Wilcrest Drive  
Houston, TX 77042  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
This looks like another great space for all to use in the city. Density & dwmans for living near work continues to 
increase, most urban Living does not include a back yard. The more park space the better! This will also be a nice 
visual relief in the "concrete jungle". LET'S APPROVE THIS!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:14 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Matthew Dirst  
112 Payne St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:25 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Allan Rodewald  
1402 Dart  
77007-6208  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Benefit = False  
 
/Users/AllanRodewald/Desktop/TxDOT ltr.FINAL.pages  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:47 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Elaine Nosser  
1525 west main st. #1  
Houston tx 77006  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
A sky park would be an amazing asset to Houston! It would draw in even more tourists and repurpose a space 
instead of wasting valuable building materials. I absolutely support this cause!  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:49 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Özge Güleç  
6119 Fordham St  
Houston tx 77005  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the concept project Pierce Skypark for Pierce Elevated in I-45 Downtown Expansion project.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 9:50 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Paul Fortes  
3004 Mid Ln.  
Houston, TX, 77027  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
 
I would like to express my support of reusing the Pierce Elevated as an urban park. I believe that an elevated park 
would be an asset and, like Discovery Green, spur development and pedestrian traffic in that area. Removing the 
pierce elevated would leave a strip of land the entire east-west length of downtown that is too narrow to create full 
city blocks of new development.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 1:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Christine Fitzgerald  
605 Tabor St.  
Houston, Tx 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am extremely concerned about the small part of Little White Oak Bayou that falls within this project area. 
Currently the bayou is sent through a large culvert just north of Patton St. and makes a sharp left under the 
freeway. At EACH really heavy rain the bayou breaks the "dogleg" and flows into the neighborhood. There MUST 
be a retention pond as part of this project.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 1:40 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Bonnie Brown  
305 English  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Any southbound exit from I-45 and any northbound entrance to I-45 must be south of Link Road. Link Road is not 
a major street, is unable to handle the traffic that would be generated if if is the first street encountered from an 
exit or the last street before an entrance, and it is not possible to widen the street. If the street were to be widened, 
the increased traffic would destroy the neighborhood of Lindale Park. Engineering and legal concerns must not be 
used as a justification to ignore the interests of those communities affected but should be used to make safe and 
efficient designs in keeping with the needs of the community.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 2:28 pm 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

 

  

john long  
5303 nett st  
houston, tx 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Page | 1 To: Texas Department of Transportation  Email comments to: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov Re: North 
Houston Highway Improvement Project I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by 
TxDOT, I do Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting 
on below. TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on changes that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all 
Segments: 1.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, 
must be installed as part of this project. 1.2 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential 
neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is 
appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight 
inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. 
1.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the 
roadways  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 2:31 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

john long  
5303 nett st  
houston, tx 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as 
architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for 
pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of 
the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a 
visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). 
Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will 
force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound 
and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance 
ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout 
completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 2.3 –When the N.Main 
bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there. Currently, 
eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. 
When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. Increasing the width of 
this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 2.4 – The 
proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North 
St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of 
green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 2.2 above, there is no 
purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector 
ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking 
the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to 
south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will 
support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction 
of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and 
congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date. Also any life safety, lighting or 
other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a 
future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the 
eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed 
plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being 
eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed 
entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound 
from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. 
The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern 
section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, 
place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – 
On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop 
sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer 
to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of 
the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an 
Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only 
other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to 
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection 
to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any 
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at 
Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton 
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the 
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered 
and designed for traffic.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 2:34 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

john long  
5303 nett st  
houston, tx 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important East-West 
connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents 
will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There are 
numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston 
Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and 
pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized 
landscaping. TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to 
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be 
depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, 
Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support 
eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid 
added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards 
and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and 
incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail 
District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot 
construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in 
one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south 
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some 
point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas. 
Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 
3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the 
anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion. Detention 
requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is 
being designed.  

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 2:38 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

john long  
5303 nett st  
houston, tx 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering public facilities 
including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not 
appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT should 
coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which streets 
and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should be reaching out to leadership in 
the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 3.11 - Work with Greater North 
Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access on the 
segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable land trading where 
University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be 
future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and 
entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 3.13 - TxDOT needs 
to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects. 
Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 3.14 - Review 
and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 3.15 - There needs to be 
access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the convention center cap park 
to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place 
from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the 
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.17 - Coordinate with Metro 
Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in 
the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 2:56 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Stacy Holden  
1011 Sabine Street  
Houston, TX 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a resident of the First Ward at 1011 Sabine St., Houston, TX 77007, I am in support of the comments submitted 
by the First Ward Civic Council dated May 24, 2015. Specificly, I am interested in seeing the Pierce Elevated 
being used as a hike and bike trail. Also, I agree that a Memorial Drive exit should be maintained under any new 
plan. This is my family's primary way to enter and exit the freeway. Eliminating this exit would add several hours 
per week to our time in the car. Thank you for your work on this project. I know there are an overwhelming number 
of concerns and limitations. Your plans have done a wonderful job of finding the best solution for the City of 
Houston.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 3:38 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mary Hayslip  
118 Alma Steet  
Houston ,Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I endorse the comments recorded in this file 2 Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 3 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt 
(Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete 
barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian 
friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should 
reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” 
bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 4 2.2 – 
Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood 
streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-
separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance ramp can be merged with 
additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the 
dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please 
design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main 
waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, 
consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is 
possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service 
road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. 
This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural 
noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need 
for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed plans 
eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the 
roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to 
south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will 
support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of 
construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date. Also 
any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done 
simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the 
southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-
45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton 
and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a 
“fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the 
Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We 
need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly increase traffic though 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would 
be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above 
the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for 
Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street not an arterial or 
collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a 
major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going 
North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most 
drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is 
between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the 
acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at Quitman must 
be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South 
St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to 
this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton. I 
request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton intersection has 
significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the 
traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed 
for traffic.  

 

 

  

   

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 4:33 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Misha Penton  
2700 Beauchamp St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To: Texas Department of Transportation Email comments to: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov Re: North Houston 
Highway Improvement Project I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do 
Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity 
to comment on changes that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: – All 
existing sound barrier walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed as 
part of this project. - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are 
adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some of 
the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ 
techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 (610 to 
Beltway 8) Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east 
side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed 
businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the 
east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building 
above grade. There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to 
businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should 
be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide 
pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes 
thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our 
neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, 
Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way 
street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes 
southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 
south. This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound 
(similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in 
place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be 
directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into 
southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. 
Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this 
location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave 
northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, 
will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 
2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the 
radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 
610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a 
double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton 
(approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to 
construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in 
place at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent 
with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later 
date. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done 
simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the 
southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 
northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and 
#50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” 
exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton 
overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need 
another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by 
anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit 
immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed 
entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link 
Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. This 
exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare 
street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. Current 
plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an 
entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other entrance northbound is between Patton and 
Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane 
merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at Quitman must be improved to accommodate 
the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a 
Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to this area must not negatively affect 
the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and 
instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is 
probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a 
Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I 
strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce 
Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a 
hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the 
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project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important 
East-West connector and needs to have connectivity with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop 
residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There 
are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the 
Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails 
and pathways and to ensure replacement in kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized 
landscaping. TxDOT should have a working session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to 
coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be 
depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, 
Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support 
eventual capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for 
the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid 
added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards 
and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and 
incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail 
District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the projects may not be timed with TX Dot 
construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation to keep high speed transportation in 
one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly the I-10 45 interchange and south 
bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually widen freeway lanes and, at some 
point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on Houston Avenue in residential areas. 
Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of speeds in residential area of First Ward. 
3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris County Flood Control to understand the 
anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west side of the expansion. Detention 
requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and not the time that the project is 
being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for high volumes of traffic entering 
public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and adjacent courts area. Proposed 
plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT 
should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management District to determine which 
streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should be reaching out to 
leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 3.11 - Work with 
Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity and freeway access 
on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable land trading where 
University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent areas that could be 
future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to Holman Street and 
entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These areas are campus 
areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 3.13 - TxDOT needs 
to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway expansion projects. 
Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily understood. 3.14 - Review 
and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 3.15 - There needs to be 
access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the convention center cap park 
to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place 
from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the 
project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be 
increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be 
engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. 
TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 3.17 - Coordinate with Metro 
Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. Special planning is required in 
the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 5:46 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Ronnie Self  
3308 Saint Emanuel Street  
Houston 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I have continued to inform myself about the project since the April 28 TXDOT presentation at HCC. I understand 
that there are strong requests to cap the freeway in Segment 3 near the GRB as a part of the project rather than 
putting off the capping until some later date. Capping it from the get-go is a good idea. If the depressed freeway 
near GRB is capped and made into a park, I suggest that the cap and the park continue at least until Holman 
Street in order to link together Downtown, EaDo, the Third Ward, Mid-Town, and back to Downtown. Re-
establishing Holman street will link neighborhoods and would make a real and symbolic link among the U of H, 
TSU, and HCC. Re-establishing Holman Street would fill in a gap between Elgin and Alabama to make 
connections between the Third Ward and Mid-town at a distance/frequency more like what exists already with 
McGowan, Tuam and Elgin. I also advocate plans for pedestrians and bicycles. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 6:14 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Joseph Norton  
340B Parkview  
HOUSTON  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
1. Expansion of I-45 will increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-
45 will increase noise levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery 
which currently provides some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - 
Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be 
of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this 
barrier would be US Hwy 59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Install the noise abatement barriers as close to the 
noise source (vehicle noise) as possible. Consider a design that is appropriate for Germantown, which is one of 
the oldest districts of Houston and include landscape/beautification features. Consider both vertical and horizontal 
caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering 
neighborhoods. – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated 
from the roadways. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-45 North. 
ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and school 
zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from the south. 
- Germantown is a historic, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support increased 
traffic flow of through-traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as garages are 
not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is a non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely used bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians and bicyclists ONLY. 3. Traffic should NOT be routed 
through North St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and 
Woodland Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City 
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public park and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for 
traffic trying to access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign 
to meet TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by 
the neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the 
historic districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and 
the vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access 
with minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 8:04 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Barry Klein  
2207 Hardy street  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I prefer that TxDOT adopt the No Build option.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 8:19 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

L Dawn Shumway  
1719 Houston Ave.  
Houston, Texas 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Love to see the Skypark in the Pierce Elevated section in the I-45 Downtown Expansion Project  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sat, May 30, 2015 8:47 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Frank Blake  
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1010 Peden Street, #3  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Re: North Houston Highway Improvement Project Personally I am dismayed that so many billions of dollars will be 
spent on mega-freeway road infrastructure in an age of climate change, when other cities around the world are 
adopting transportation projects that aim to reduce carbon emissions. I would much rather see these dollars spent 
on transit development in the Houston region. It is past time for a city the size of Houston to invest in real transit 
options, not just bigger freeways. And I detest driving on mega-freeways. They are ugly, bad for the environment, 
bad for neighborhoods, and inherently inefficient for moving people around in an urban environment. It would be 
nice to eliminate the need for the Pierce Elevated, but the benefit gained from this is offset by the huge chasm that 
well be created by all the lanes added on the East End side of the Convention Center. And I wonder about the 
wisdom of having a junction where all three major freeways, I-10, I-45, and I-69 come together at the same point. 
This could make all three roadways vulnerable to a major accident, severe weather event, act of terrorism, etc. But 
if this project is going to proceed, below are comments on what I would like to see happen. I have listed them 
below: Though-out all Segments: 0.1 – All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced. Past agreements to 
install sound barrier walls, must be installed as part of this project. 0.2 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise 
barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. 
Consider a design that is appropriate for some of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and 
horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound 
from entering neighborhoods. 0.3 – Utilize ‘quiet pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel 
levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 (610 to Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. 
taken from the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving 
businesses, while the west side has many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional 
R.O.W. from the WEST side in this section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by 
retention / detention basins, channel adjustments and by building above grade. 1.2 There need to be curb cut 
entrances from frontage roads so customers can gain access to businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All 
bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that 
have physically (concrete barrier, for example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They 
should have pedestrian friendly lighting. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston 
and the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in 
concept to the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design 
competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic 
onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a 
designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance ramp can be 
merged with additional vehicles from Houston Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely 
eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that is currently in place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, 
please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. 
Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this 
bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed lighting. Increasing the width of this bridge may help and 
is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed at this location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service 
road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. 
This design will force passing traffic into residential neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise 
barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this 
connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 
northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many 
recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and 
lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-
45 will be depressed below grade level. TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual 
capping of these sections. I request that TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project. 
Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion 
will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it at a later date. Also any life safety, lighting or other 
issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future 
date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern 
edge of Woodland Park for sound and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan 
shows only ONE (1) exit at N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being 
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eliminated. We must have an exit near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed 
entry ramp to northbound I-45, taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound 
from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. 
The current plan will greatly increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern 
section of Segment 2. A possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, 
place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – 
On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop 
sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer 
to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of 
the Quitman entrance ramp going North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an 
Exit from I-45 southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only 
other entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to 
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection 
to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any 
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at 
Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton 
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the 
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered 
and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and 
request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use 
existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to 
and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity 
with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 
and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near 
the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou 
Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in 
kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. TxDOT should have a working 
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike 
plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done 
concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it 
later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the 
time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private 
partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & 
Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the 
projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation 
to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly 
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually 
widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on 
Houston Avenue in residential areas. Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of 
speeds in residential area of First Ward. 3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris 
County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west 
side of the expansion. Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and 
not the time that the project is being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for 
high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and 
adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in 
attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should 
be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity 
and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable 
land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent 
areas that could be future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to 
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Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These 
areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway 
expansion projects. Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily 
understood. 3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 
3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the 
convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of 
construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. 
Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station. All costs 
associated with integrating the existing Metro rail lines with the new North Highway Improvement Project should 
be borne by the Highway Project and NOT by METRO. We need to preserve our transit dollars for transit, not for 
road projects. Note: I am not employed by TxDOT. I do not do business with TxDOT. And I would not benefit 
monetarily from the project.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 10:43 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Becky Houston  
3011 Morrison St  
Houston, TX, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am a 30 year resident of the Woodland Heights and live near I-45 on the west side of the freeway between the 
North Main and Quitman exits. For the past seven years, I have been working on the renovation of Woodland 
Park, the city’s second oldest park as a founding member, and board member, of the Friends of Woodland Park. 
In tandem with this effort I have been actively working on hike and bike trail connectivity along Little White Oak 
Bayou. I understand the need for updating I-45. I see this as an opportunity for TxDOT to leverage its effort and 
expenditures to enhance the community that is being impacted by these changes. Thus, as a resident and local 
greenspace/hike and bike trail advocate I respectfully submit my comments with regards to your current plans. 
Many of my comments are in parallel with the I-45 coalition and with the Houston Parks Boards requests. 1. 
Houston Avenue: a. Houston Ave must not be converted to one way southbound only. This will create traffic 
situations within the neighborhood that are dangerous, particularly during the school year as traffic will flow around 
Travis Elementary in efforts to access North Main and I-45 south bound. b. Access to I-45 southbound needs to be 
maintained at Houston Ave near Main Street. c. Houston Ave should remain 2 lanes wide (one north-bound and 
one south-bound) as it traverses through the neighborhood between Bayland and Quitman/White Oak Drive. 
Woodland Park is located along Houston Ave through much of this section. It is already dangerous for 
pedestrians, and children in particular, to cross Houston Ave to access the park. Additional traffic will make 
pedestrian access from the west side of Houston Ave to the park increasingly dangerous. d. The I-45 access road 
connection designed between Houston Ave (near North Main) and Quitman serves no purpose but will funnel 
additional traffic into the neighborhood comprising vehicles wishing to head south, not into the neighborhood, but 
trying to find a route south towards downtown. Please remove that additional access road. 2. Little White Oak 
Bayou, Hike & Bike Trails, Greenspace: a. A hike and bike trail is currently being planned to connect Woodland 
Park and Moody Park along Little White Oak Bayou. Safe pedestrian/bicycle connectivity across I-45 along Little 
White Oak Bayou must be planned. b. The south-bound access road just south of 610 in the current plans abuts 
Little White Oak Bayou on it’s eastern bank. This removes the current stretch of hike & bike trail along that bayou 
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segment. It also will likely result in a culvert or concrete channelization of Little White Oak Bayou in that area. This 
is part of the planned Little White Oak Bayou Hike & Bike trail. ROW should be added to the east of I-45 in this 
section and the west side should remain Hike & Bike trail and greenspace. c. Similarly ROW should stay on the 
east side of the freeway north of 610 so that the Little White Oak Bayou trail can continue north of 610. d. 
Connectivity for the Little White Oak Bayou Hike & Bike Trail should be planned crossing 610 just west of the 
610/I-45 interchange. e. Trash, much of which is sourced from I-45, washes into Little White Oak Bayou. A trash 
mitigation system needs to be installed on Little White Oak Bayou. Due to accessibility a location east of I-45 is 
logical and desirable. f. A cap (deck) covering the recessed freeway needs to be built during construction so that 
future improvements could be made to add greenspace into that area. g. Trees need to be planted along the 
freeway for additional sound mitigation. h. All shared space between automobile and pedestrians and cyclists must 
be built with the highest regard for safety. This may entail dedicated and separate lanes for cars and 
pedestrians/cyclists. 3. Bridges built over the freeway should carry a signature theme that reflects the historical 
quality of the neighborhood, such as the signature bridges over 59 between Montrose and West University. Thank 
you for your considerations. Becky Houston • Resident at 3011 Morrison St, 77009 • President of Friends of 
Woodland Park, Inc.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 11:42 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Calvin Zievert  
420 Pecore Street  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = True  
 
Good afternoon TxDot, I am sure you all are getting hit with a lot of comments from the I-45 coalition group. To be 
honest I am a member of that group because I have lived in the Woidland Heights all my life. In fact I was born at 
Heights Hospital, when it was operated as such back in the day. But to get back to what I am commenting about; 
to take away so many exits/entrances and with our residence being on Pecore Street; that tends to become the 
main through way for traffic from I-10 construction, 45 construction, and anytime that ANY thing is shut down from 
flooding or other means we are main cut through. During your planning, could you please take into consideration 
the amount of traffic, since we have had 45 accidents on this streets, the HEAVY trucks coming through, and the 
residence not being able to even get out of their drive ways due to impolite drivers who speed in 30 MPH 
residential area. This was brought to the attention about 4 months ago to our City Council representative because 
there was a horrible 18 wheeler crash that caused so much damage to multiple vehicles, yards and even damage 
to his 18 wheeler that Pecore was shut down for 4 hours due to the 18 wheeler catching fire. My wife was almost 
killed in this accident is she did not move out of the way in time. There can not be an entrance that is taken away 
and something not put there to tinder the traffic. We have multiple families on this street now with children, and 
with a school right around the corner, too much traffic in front of a school is too much too. Please find a different 
route during construction times for the traffic, don't take away so many exits/entrances, and don't change 
something if it is working for you now. Perfect what is working, isn't that what NASA does? Perfects what they 
have built by adding to it, not tearing it down and starting from scratch? At least that is what my wife teaches her 
students, build on your ideas, but don't start completely over because eventually you will see that what you started 
with was great, but what you build onto was with greatness.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 11:59 am 

 

June 1, 2015 Page 114 
 

mirandac1
Typewritten Text

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
W 667

mirandac1
Typewritten Text
W 668



North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

 

  

Megan Mastal  
418 Byrne St.  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Dear TxDOT, I emailed in more substantive comments on the I-45 expansion plans, but I would like to emphasize 
my support for creatively reusing the Pierce Elevated as a new icon for the city that provides environmental and 
economic advantages. This is the kind of paradigm-changing vision that lives up to Houston's "can-do" tradition. It 
has the added advantage of saving TxDOT's taypayer dollars. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 12:36 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

David Kelly  
110 Byrne St  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
To: Texas Department of Transportation Email comments to: HOU-piowebmail@txdot.gov Re: North Houston 
Highway Improvement Project I certify that per Texas Transportation Code, I am Not employed by TxDOT, I do 
Not do business with TxDOT, and I will Not benefit monetarily from this project that I am commenting on below. 
TxDOT has proposed many innovative changes in the 4th round of Public meetings. Thank you for the opportunity 
to comment on changes that I would like to see happen. I have listed them below: Though-out all Segments: 1.1 – 
All existing sound barrier walls must be replaced. Past agreements to install sound barrier walls, must be installed 
as part of this project. 1.2 - Sound Mitigation – There must be noise barrier walls for residential neighborhoods that 
are adjacent to the freeway, with landscape/beautification included. Consider a design that is appropriate for some 
of the oldest districts of Houston. Consider both vertical and horizontal caps and a slight inward angle towards the 
freeway instead of vertical walls to further remove sound from entering neighborhoods. 1.3 – Utilize ‘quiet 
pavement’ techniques and materials to lower the sound decibel levels generated from the roadways. Segment 1 
(610 to Beltway 8) 1.1 Proposed plan has additional R.O.W. taken from the east side of I-45 south of 
Crosstimbers. This east side is populated by well-developed and thriving businesses, while the west side has 
many vacant or closed businesses. It is more desirable to utilize the additional R.O.W. from the WEST side in this 
section, instead of the east. Conflicts with floodway can be mitigated by retention / detention basins, channel 
adjustments and by building above grade. 1.2 There need to be curb cut entrances from frontage roads so 
customers can gain access to businesses. Segment 2 (I-10 to 610) 2.1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage 
St., N.Main, North St.) should be rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges that have physically (concrete barrier, for 
example) separated, wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. They should have pedestrian friendly lighting. 
This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and the bridges should reflect that 
character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to the “red-ball” bridges over 
US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 2.2 – Houston Ave. must 
continue to be a two-way street. Otherwise, it will force additional traffic onto neighborhood streets. Keep Houston 
Ave two lanes southbound, two lanes northbound and then a designated barrier-separated entrance ramp (at 
grade level) to I-45 south. This separated entrance ramp can be merged with additional vehicles from Houston 
Ave north bound (similar to current). This layout completely eliminates the dangerous cross-traffic intersection that 
is currently in place. 2.3 –When the N.Main bridge is rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic 
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that will be directed there. Currently, eastbound traffic on N. Main waiting on the left turn light to go north, backs up 
into southbound feeder traffic. When engineering this bridge, consider a double turn lane left with better timed 
lighting. Increasing the width of this bridge may help and is possible since all main I-45 traffic lanes are depressed 
at this location 2.4 – The proposed connector/service road from the 180 degree curve that connects from Houston 
Ave northbound to North St. MUST be eliminated. This design will force passing traffic into residential 
neighborhoods, will destroy acres of green space/natural noise barriers and creates dangerous traffic patterns. By 
implementing 2.2 above, there is no purpose or need for this connector road. 2.5 – Retain the existing R.O.W. by 
adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the southeast 
quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC affordable 
homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 2.6 – From 
south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly 
less if it is done concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as 
compared to doing it at a later date. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and 
implemented at a much lower cost if done simultaneously rather than at a future date. 2.7 – I ask that TxDOT plant 
a large number of trees along the southbound feeder of I-45 along the eastern edge of Woodland Park for sound 
and visual insulation. 2.8 – On I-45 northbound from I-10, the proposed plan shows only ONE (1) exit at 
N.Main/Houston Ave. Both #50A Patton and #50B Cavalcade/Link are being eliminated. We must have an exit 
near Cavalcade. Perhaps providing a “fly-over” exit ramp above the proposed entry ramp to northbound I-45, 
taking advantage of the elevation of the Patton overpass. 2.9 – On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan 
has only ONE (1) exit at Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly 
increase traffic though neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A 
possible location would be an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to 
Patton Street above the proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 2.10 – On I-45 southbound, 
there is an exit for Link Road. Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street 
not an arterial or collector street. This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS 
designed as a major thoroughfare street. 2.11 – The current plan shows the elimination of the Quitman entrance 
ramp going North on I-45. Current plans also show an increased usage of Quitman as an Exit from I-45 
southbound. Most drivers will expect an entrance Northbound close to an exit southbound. The only other 
entrance northbound is between Patton and Cavalcade. We would like the Quitman entrance northbound to 
remain, BUT the acceleration lane and lane merging onto I-45 N must be improved. In addition, the intersection at 
Quitman must be improved to accommodate the increased traffic that will be created and the additional connection 
to South St. maintained. 2.12 - There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any 
changes to this area must not negatively affect the trail. 2.13 – On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at 
Fulton. I request that the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton 
intersection has significant delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the 
freeway due the traffic delays at Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered 
and designed for traffic. Segment 3 (Downtown) West 3.1 – I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept and 
request that TxDOT incorporate this concept at the Pierce Elevated. In particular, I would like to be able to use 
existing portions of the Pierce Elevated infrastructure for a hike-and-bike connectors, green spaces and parks. 
This will also provide a reduction in demolition costs to the project for TxDOT. 3.2 – I want connectivity from I-45 to 
and from Memorial Drive. Memorial Drive is an important East-West connector and needs to have connectivity 
with I-45. Without Memorial connectors, west side inner-loop residents will be adding to congestion on I-10, 610 
and or US-59 while accessing I-45 North or South. 3.3 – There are numerous hike-and-bike trails in this area near 
the bayou. It is essential that TxDOT co-ordinates with the Houston Parks Board and the Buffalo Bayou 
Partnership to ensure enhancement and coordination of the all trails and pathways and to ensure replacement in 
kind of any damages to hike/bike trails/bridges and specialized landscaping. TxDOT should have a working 
session to integrate future bike planning and enhancement to coordinate efforts and minimize added cost to bike 
plans. 3.4 – Proposed plans show US-59 and I-45 will be depressed behind the George R. Brown Convention 
Center (at Lamar, McKinney, Walker, Rusk, Capital, Texas, Preston, Congress, Franklin, Commerce Streets). 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place at the time of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done 
concurrent with the road project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it 
later. Also any life safety, lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the 
time of the road project as opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private 
partnerships to achieve this. 3.5 - Revise plans to avoid added ROW at two areas in First Ward at Spring Street & 
Holly Street and Statesmen Park located at Edwards and Bingham. There is existing ROW on the east to avoid 
this issue. 3.6 - TxDOT should be meeting and incorporating the possibility of both High Speed Rail (Texas Central 
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Railway) and Commuter Rail (Gulf Coast Rail District) into downtown from the I-10 west corridor. Although the 
projects may not be timed with TX Dot construction, residents want all entities working together on transportation 
to keep high speed transportation in one corridor and not routed through residential neighborhoods. Particularly 
the I-10 45 interchange and south bound corridor into downtown part of this plan. It is impossible to continually 
widen freeway lanes and, at some point, commuter rail will be needed. 3.7 - Maintain current speed limits on 
Houston Avenue in residential areas. Consider coordination of green esplanades to maintain traffic control of 
speeds in residential area of First Ward. 3.8 - Drainage and flooding - TxDOT should be meeting with Harris 
County Flood Control to understand the anticipated future issues with flooding given the growth rate on the west 
side of the expansion. Detention requirements should be based on projections of the actual project life span and 
not the time that the project is being designed. Segment 3- East 3.9 - Provide sufficient ingress and egress for 
high volumes of traffic entering public facilities including the GRB, Minute Maid Park, Discovery Green Park and 
adjacent courts area. Proposed plans do not appear to be adequate for the number of large trucks or thousand’s in 
attendance. 3.10 - TxDOT should coordinate with Midtown Management District and the Downtown Management 
District to determine which streets and feeds from the freeway work in this area. The management districts should 
be reaching out to leadership in the Wards to incorporate concerns on both sides of the expansion near the GRB. 
3.11 - Work with Greater North Side Management District and leaders from that area to review the connectivity 
and freeway access on the segment near the University of Houston at the alignment with I-10. Consider equitable 
land trading where University of Houston is losing large areas of future growth. Tx DOT is abandoning adjacent 
areas that could be future growth for U of H. 3.12 - I suggested to extend the freeway depression further to 
Holman Street and entertain cap park connection where U of H and Texas Southern connect into midtown. These 
areas are campus areas and being able to move people over the freeway via bike and pedestrian is important. 
3.13 - TxDOT needs to coordinate with City of Houston Planning Department to provide easy access to all freeway 
expansion projects. Citizens should have easy access to projected freeway expansion plans that are easily 
understood. 3.14 - Review and coordinate with the Hardy Toll Road extension to provide access into downtown. 
3.15 - There needs to be access lanes to the freeway where Scott Street has been removed. 3.16 - Review the 
convention center cap park to cap during construction similar to comments made in segment 2. I request that 
TxDOT puts the cap in place from Lamar St. to Commerce, as shown on proposed plans, at the time of 
construction of this project. Costs for the project will be significantly less if it is done concurrent with the road 
project. Traffic and congestion will not be increased significantly as compared to doing it later. Also any life safety, 
lighting or other issues can be engineered and implemented at a much lower cost at the time of the road project as 
opposed to doing it later. TxDOT needs to work with city entities on public private partnerships to achieve this. 
3.17 - Coordinate with Metro Light Rail and allow connectivity over bridges that are being planned in the future. 
Special planning is required in the vicinity of the convention center rail line and the Burnett station.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 1:07 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Karen Miles  
1015 E 7th Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please do not eliminate Houston Ave access to I45 as I think to have traffic going up Beauchamp past the 
elementary school to get to 45 is a disaster. That street is barely wide enough to allow parking on both sides of the 
street and one line of traffic to get through. I don't believe it's a sound idea to have all cars heading to a freeway go 
past an elementary school. Thank you.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 1:17 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Sean Murphy  
2002 Blodgett St.  
Houston, TX, 77004  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The museum park superneighborhood 66 and neighborhood association would like to record the concerns of our 
community: the pierce elevated portion of I-45 should be removed and not replaced even with a flyover 
"connector", simply a signature bridge over the buffalo bayou. We need to reconnect the city instead of dividing it 
with these monstrous beasts.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 2:57 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Evan Michaelides  
1810 Summer St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the comments of the First Ward Civic Council in their letter of May 24, 2015, as well as the comments of 
the I-45 Coalition. I ask that the project design be adjusted to address the issues raised by these groups.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 3:05 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Evan Michaelides  
1810 Summer St.  
Houston  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I would also like to state that I strongly support the Pierce SkyPark concept. I am aware that building the Pierce 
SkyPark is outside the scope of TxDOT's project; however, I ask that TxDOT work with the supporters of the 
SkyPark to help make it a reality.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 3:08 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Tim McConn  
939 Omar  
Houston, Texas, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I am writing on behalf of the Woodland Heights Civic Association ("WHCA"). Woodland Heights is a neighborhood 
of over 2000 residences that sits at the northwest corner of the intersection of I-45 and I-10. The WHCA echoes 
and supports the comments that have been submitted by Jim Weston and the I-45 Coalition, and the WHCA fully 
expects and demands that the input of its residents be taken into consideration on this very important matter. 
Thank you for your consideration.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 3:17 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Katherine L. Butler  
1128 Cortlandt  
Houston, Texas 77008  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I write in hopes that your agency will support repurposing parts of the Pierce Elevated into a Skypark. As a lifelong 
Houstonian, I think this project would provide excellent benefits for our state and City. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 3:50 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Martha Minton  
215 English St  
Houston, TX, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Due to the partial closures of the majority of streets along the Fulton Street Metro rail line installation, traffic on the 
east side of I-45 has been severely restricted; placing an undue burden on some small neighborhood streets. The 
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I-45 redesign needs to show more sensitivity to these neighborhood residents and insure that I-45 freeway traffic 
is diverted to the major collector streets and NOT to the small residential streets already unfairly burdened by 
excessive traffic. 1)The southbound exit; and, northbound entrance to I-45 at Link Rd should be eliminated. Link 
Rd is a small 2 lane residential street. Freeway exits and entrances at Link will encourage drivers to cut through on 
the small neighborhood streets nearby; jeopardizing the safety and quality of life of the residents of this area. This 
is especially true on the eastside of I-45 where English St-a small residential street- has been unnaturally 
connected to Link Rd due to the rail installation. Since English St is the only “open” street in Lindale Park to cross 
Fulton, it has inadvertently become a major cut through for I-45/610 traffic. This street is full of families with small 
children; and, should not be inflicted with any further damage. A Link Road exit/entrance would have an extremely 
negative impact on English St. 2) The southbound exit and northbound entrance to I-45 should instead be placed 
at CAVALCADE ST which is a 4 lane MAJOR street that was designed for this high traffic volume. This is the 
current entrance/exit location; so, should not be difficult to engineer. Furthermore, with the elimination of many of 
the other entrances and exits along the I-45 corridor, the Cavalcade intersection should be enhanced in order to 
handle this additional traffic load. 2) Due to the rail installation, it is mandatory that the 610 eastbound Irvington 
exit and 610 westbound Irvington entrance remain. Otherwise, TXDOT will be severely restricting residents access 
to 610/I-45 and cause extraordinary traffic problems in the area. This is especially important since the majority of 
the streets are partially closed at Fulton street due to the rail.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 5:02 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Martha Meyers  
604 Eleanor  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I do want to thank you for all of the time that TxDOT has taken to get community input. Sadly, I have grave 
concerns about how the most recent set of plans will affect my neighborhood. Specifically, the section of I-45 north 
of 610 and south of Crosstimbers takes ROW from the east where there are new but vibrant businesses. Better 
would be to take ROW from the west which has more vacant lots or closed businesses. Entrances must be 
provided for those businesses. The segment from I-10 to 610 is concerning for several reasons: 1) On and off 
ramps are poorly thought-out given the needs of the community. The current southbound off-ramp that puts traffic 
out north of Link would put dangerous amounts of traffic onto a small neighborhood street that is not designed for 
such use. A better design is to put that exit at Cavalcade which is designed as a major thoroughfare and has the 
supporting infrastructure. Further, the proposed number of entrances and exits from 610 to I 10 are insufficient. 
We need at least two entrances and exits between Cavalcade and I-10. Perhaps move the proposed southbound 
Link exit to Cavalcade and keep the exit at Quitman. Northbound could include a 'fly-over' exit ramp above the 
proposed entry tamp to northbound I-45 would be an option. In short, north and south bound entrances and exits 
at Quitman and Cavalcade are best design. In a similar way, the proposed 610 exit at Fulton is very poorly 
considered. While the North rail line is an advantage in the neighborhood, it delays traffic, specifically at that 
intersection. Moving exits to Irvington is preferred. The ROW requirements for the I-45N to 610E segment remove 
recently developed housing by Avenue CDC. This is an affordable housing development on prime real estate. 
ROW needs to be rethought to allow these families to maintain their equity in their greatest asset. 2) The proposed 
changes to Houston Avenue give me grave concern as that is a residential street. The proposed changes would 
attempt to make it more of a collector or arterial street and like the changes at Link would push traffic on to 
neighborhood streets that are not designed for it. Keep Houston Ave two way and fix the current ramp issues. 3) 
The bridge rebuilds should be reconsidered. Specifically, the North Main rebuild should be significantly enhanced 
to improve traffic flow east to northbound (east bound traffic turning north backs up and gridlocks that intersection.) 
All bridges should be designed with bike/foot traffic in mind. Designated, separated bike paths and sidewalks 
should be included. Creating a "look" for the bridges that brings the two sides of the neighborhood together would 
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be ideal. 4) As this week's events bring to sharp relief, flooding needs to be considered in all construction plans. 
Coordination with Harris County Flood Control District is critical. 5) I continue to believe that a vibrant downtown is 
critical to Houston's success. I support efforts to keep access to downtown for all area residents. I have the 
advantage of the rail. It makes my commutes to the med center or downtown a joy. All transportation options 
should be considered as alternatives - light rail, high speed rail, improved bus service. $9 billion could provide a 
variety of opportunities that do not involve laying more concrete.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 5:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Ashley E Abbott  
1007 Archer Street  
Houston Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Please consider the recommendations of the Monte Beach Civic Association with reference to the I-45 expansion. 
Brooke Smith is one of the oldest, historic neighborhoods in Houston. It is undergoing a strong revitalization and 
restoration. Thank you.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 5:25 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jost Lunstroth  
620 woodland  
Houston TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I support the comments and suggestions from the I45 Coalition.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 5:51 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Greater Northside Management District  
5305 Irvington Blvd  
Houston, Texas 77009  
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Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
May 29, 2015 Pat Henry, P.E. Director of Project Development Texas Department of Transportation P.O. Box 
1386 Houston, TX 77251 RE: North Houston Highway Improvement Project Dear Mr. Henry: The Greater 
Northside Management District (GNMD) appreciates the opportunity to once again comment on the Texas 
Department of Transportation’s recommended proposal for the North Houston Highway Improvement Project 
presented during the 4th public meetings. We strongly feel that the highway improvement project should not 
obstruct access, visibility or mobility in the Greater Northside Area. Many of the comments we received from 
GNMD business owners concern the economic impact caused during the construction phase of the project and the 
final alignment chosen. Please minimize the impact to our District’s economic well-being by reducing the right of 
way (ROW) acquisition where possible. The design alternative chosen should allow for greater connectivity within 
the area to businesses and neighborhoods as well as to the North Corridor Light Rail System — specifically to the 
major stations at Burnet/Hardy Yards and Northline/HCC. Regarding Segment 1, we prefer that the ROW shift into 
the flood plain areas prior to the 610 and I-45 exchange. We see the most impact on your recommendation to 
acquire ROW on the east side of I-45 south of Crosstimbers. This section has many residents and businesses that 
add to the economic health of the area and serve as neighborhood landmarks. These include the Culinary Institute 
Le Norte, Kris Bistro, James Coney Island and Chick-Fil-A. We prefer that the ROW on the west side be 
acquisitioned as it will have less economic impact to vacant and underutilized properties. Since there is already 
construction in the flood plain on the west side, the ROW could more easily be acquisitioned on that side. Issues 
with utilizing floodway ROW from the west side can be mitigated by retention/detention basins, channel 
adjustments or building above grade. For Segment 2, it is essential that the highway improvements do not limit 
access for cyclists, pedestrians or public transit users. All bridges removed and rebuilt, such as Cottage Street, 
North Main and North Street, should be planned using transit-oriented designs. This will provide access to 
pedestrians, cyclists and increased traffic en route to the North Corridor Light Rail System and to businesses, 
including the new White Oak Music Venue and Holiday Inn. This segment has numerous exits and entrances that 
appear to be eliminated. We propose maintaining some of the exits of North Main, Patton, Cavalcade, Quitman, 
Houston Avenue and Irvington. These are major thoroughfare streets with access points into the Northside that 
directly access businesses and neighborhoods. Our business owners feel that the closure of some of these exits 
could impact their economic success and the future economic development of the area. TxDOT has agreed to 
construct a structure that will support capping of the depressed section of I-45 near North Main Street. We 
recommend that TxDOT put the infrastructure in place at the time of construction to make the plan more feasible 
and to minimize the cost to the public/private Green Space concept proposed during your presentation. For 
Segments 2 and 3, we strongly encourage TxDOT to coordinate with the Harris County Flood Control District and 
the Houston Parks Board to ensure that the bike/pedestrian features and trails along White Oak are not negatively 
impacted. For Segment 3, a major concern is how the realignment of I-10 near Downtown could affect the 
economic development of the Hardy Yards. This is a 40-acre development that recently has seen movement. 
Potential aesthetic and noise impact to adjacent existing and future development could be detrimental to the 
revitalization of Near Northside. Finally, we ask that the alternative chosen be the one with the least negative 
impacts to residents and businesses in the Greater Northside Area. We look forward to working with you to 
develop innovative, cost-effective and practical solutions to enhance the social, environmental and economic well-
being of our region. Sincerely, Frumencio Reyes Chairman - Board of Director Greater Northside Management 
District 5305 Irvington Blvd. Houston, Texas 77009 (713) 229-0900 – office www.greaternorthside.org  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 6:01 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Tony Rubio  
2444 Davis St  
Houston, Tx, 77026  
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Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Due to the partial closures of the majority of streets along the Fulton Street Metro rail line installation, traffic on the 
east side of I-45 has been severely restricted; placing an undue burden on some small neighborhood streets. The 
I-45 redesign needs to show more sensitivity to these neighborhood residents and insure that I-45 freeway traffic 
is diverted to the major collector streets and NOT to the small residential streets already unfairly burdened by 
excessive traffic. 1)The southbound exit; and, northbound entrance to I-45 at Link Rd should be eliminated. Link 
Rd is a small 2 lane residential street. Freeway exits and entrances at Link will encourage drivers to cut through on 
the small neighborhood streets nearby; jeopardizing the safety and quality of life of the residents of this area. This 
is especially true on the eastside of I-45 where English St-a small residential street- has been unnaturally 
connected to Link Rd due to the rail installation. Since English St is the only “open” street in Lindale Park to cross 
Fulton, it has inadvertently become a major cut through for I-45/610 traffic. This street is full of families with small 
children; and, should not be inflicted with any further damage. A Link Road exit/entrance would have an extremely 
negative impact on English St funneling additional traffic on this over-burdened street. 2) The southbound exit and 
northbound entrance to I-45 should instead be placed at CAVALCADE ST which is a 4 lane MAJOR street that 
was designed for this high traffic volume. This is the current entrance/exit location; so, should not be difficult to 
engineer. Furthermore, with the elimination of many of the other entrances and exits along the I-45 corridor, the 
Cavalcade intersection should be enhanced in order to handle this additional traffic load. 3) Due to the rail 
installation, it is mandatory that the 610 eastbound Irvington exit and 610 westbound Irvington entrance remain. 
Otherwise, TXDOT will be severely restricting residents’ access to 610/I-45 and cause extraordinary traffic 
problems in the area. This is especially important since the majority of the streets are partially closed at Fulton 
street due to the rail.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 6:05 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Laura Michaelides  
3012 Beauchamp Street  
Houston, Texas 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a property owner in both the Woodland Heights and First Ward, I support the comments of both the First Ward 
Civic Council and the I-45 Coalition. I hope that you will make the needed adjustments to the project design in 
response to these comments. I also strongly support the concept of the Pierce SkyPark, and hope that TxDOT will 
cooperate with the supporters of the SkyPark to help make it a reality. This is a wonderful opportunity for Houston.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 6:27 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jennifer Nelsen  
122 Payne Street  
Houston, TX 77009  
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Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Make North St. bridge so that it is used by 
pedestrians only. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to 
access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland Heights historic districts are purely residential and 
include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these 
neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain 
the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds 
commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the neighborhood. But the historic commercial building 
south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all 
parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 
N access via Quitman is already an established access with minor design changes needed and it removes a major 
portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The 
southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland 
Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access 
the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. 
ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing 
noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing 
noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to 
Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout 
Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your 
diligent efforts to improve our community and your attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 7:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Grace Hernandez  
15927 Maplehurst Dr.  
Spring, TX 77379  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I do not agree that the southern part of the Pierce elevated should be torn down. An engineer also mentioned this 
would create more green space. The job of TX-dot is to built safe efficient roads not to tear down existing freeway 
that serves a purpose. I did not see to many models redesigning the Pierce elevated freeway.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 7:57 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Lydia Henn  
319 Reid  
Houston, Texas 77022  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Segment 2. I agree with the ROW for the connector ramp that goes from 1-45 northbound to 610 eastbound. Also 
agree with the exit at Fulton and close Irvington exits. Irvington has so much traffic now and is getting worse here 
in the North Lindale and Lindale area. In order to keep the traffic from up north using our neighborhood streets to 
get into town. The freeway should have few exits for people to put so much traffic in neighborhoods. If you come 
from up North and need to go to Downtown, then it should be a straight shot into town with few exits. Same if 
coming from east to go west only a few exits. As a North Lindale Resident; I travel on the streets to get to my 
destination but if I want to go further north, east, south or west then I will be willing to go further to get onto a 
Freeway entrance. But if I want to go to the store on north main then I will use the streets; not the freeway to get 
there. If there are less exits; then my neighborhood traffic will be more manageable. Thank you  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:06 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jesse Thornsen  
1817 Keene St.  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
The following are my comments on Segment 3, as I live, work, play, shop, and travel through this area the most. 
Transportation concerns include: Please ensure that the transportation system of the City of Houston is holistically 
looked at, not just from a highway perspective. At least 8 roads are being closed as a part of the rerouting of I-45 
through downtown. Of these, 2 are Major Thoroughfares, 3 are Major Collectors, 2 are Local Streets, and 1 of 
them is a very bicycle friendly local street. Bicycling is a valid form of transportation. Several multi-use trails cross 
underneath I-45. My primary concern is that these trails not only remain open, but are improved during the I-45 
reconstruction process. Some of these trails are the only safe bicycle connections in the area. To close or 
eliminate any portion of these trails would be the equivalent of/similar to closing or eliminating the freeways system 
for cars. The plans for I-45 indicate that multiple bridges will be reconstructed as a part of the I-45 rerouting. The 
bridges that connect the Near Northside neighborhood and 1st Ward/Woodland Heights, North of Downtown, are 
vital components of the local transportation network. There aren’t many bridges spanning across I-45 at this 
location so staggering the reconstruction of these bridges should be sought. Quality of life concerns include: The 
north side bridges do more than link neighborhoods; they also have the potential to be key infrastructure pieces 
welcoming southbound travelers into the heart of Houston. Special designs should be considered when 
reconstructing the north side bridges, similar to the bridges that span over the depressed section of US-59/I-69 
through the Museum District and Boulevard Oaks. Looking at the proposed plans for the I-45 rerouting project it 
appears that all lanes, I-45, I-10, and managed will cross over the elevated portion of the METRO Main Line LRT 
tracks. Crossing over the elevated tracks at this location would place all the lanes at an elevation greater than 80’ 
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
to 100’ in height over the ground. This may create a significant physical and mental barrier between the Near 
Northside neighborhood. Economic concerns include: The rerouting plan would eliminate a whole strip of blocks 
adjacent to US59/I-69 in East Downtown. These aren’t highway oriented buildings situated on these blocks, rather 
they are buildings that a primarily oriented towards St. Emanuel Street. To eliminate this row of blocks and 
essentially convert St. Emanuel Street from a 2-way 30 mph street into a 1-way 45 mph feeder road would kill 
businesses on both sides of St. Emanuel Street, not just the demolished ones.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:12 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Maria George  
110 Payne Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:13 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Peter George  
110 Payne Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:14 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
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Maria George  
134 Payne Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:16 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Peter George  
134 Payne Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
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TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:28 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Chris Shephard  
7630 fawnridge  
Houston, Tx, 77028  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I'm ok with a park over I-45 freeway, but not ok if it is most of the way of I-45 in the loop going to downtown. I saw 
in the pictures where it was by the cemetery part of I-45 so that area seems right. I don't trust being under a park 
from almost 610 to downtown because of possible more, and it ruins the view, too, of approaching downtown. If 
that happens when this has been so much of a car driving city and the way that the whole region really connects in 
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feeling to this city when they can see it like that, it then disconnects people from that pride that comes from that 
and love of Houston. I also bother about flooding for that part and the part going in the ground on the I-69 side of 
downtown because of the flooded freeways that just happened. You might need an electronic system that shows 
that it's flooding under a park so that people don't just notice it when they're too late and going under the park that 
they couldn't see was flooding because it's covered by a park.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:34 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Mariano Dominguez  
2011 Marion  
Houston, Tx 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Project team, There are several concerns witht this project i would like to add. The north side community currently 
has 3 entrances into I-45 North. Quitman At South st.; Patton & Cavalcade. Your project will be removing the 
South St entrance forcing all residents presiding between boundary and hogan west of N.main to travel to their 
nearest intersections of n.main which has a long light crossing wait because of the metro rail and then commute 
on a single lane to one entrance ( patton ). When the bayou over flows at the N.main bridge as it has during these 
last few weeks. all of the north side residents will be forced to comute down fulton, a single lane rd. all the way to 
patton to access N. I-45. It's ludicrous. I-45 floods at this time and your project is placing this portion below ground 
level. i understand that pumps will be used to prevent flooding, but where is this water being pumped to.(just a 
thought) the new I-45 has no exits around the downtown area unless you exit before downtown. having only 1 
option to go 45 South instead of 2 like today ( I-10 to 59 then I-45 ), all travel to galveston will be heavy during 
mardi gras, bike week, or any other holidays. i do like the exit off of I-10 by the SaintArnold Brewery, however the 
first railroad crossing is always heavy train traffic in the morning. traffic usually backs up past Lyons and schwartz 
st. i would like to make a suggestion to eliminate access to providence st from semmes st. and maury st. in order 
to make providence st. below ground level and pass under the rail road. Traffic can then make a right under the 
elysian bridge or at hardy st. to access these 2 st.'s. The houston avenue entrance to south I-45 must stay. having 
to route traffic to north st and over I-45 then to N.main and cross I-45 again is horrible. that can become a 15+ 
minute nightmare. i don't understand having to cut patton and cavalcade access to the other side of I-45. there are 
many businesses that will be affected negatively. I'm sure the northside community would appreciate your time in 
looking over our concerns and hope your team can come up with a solution to our needs when moving forward 
with this project. thanks, concerned resident.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:46 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Kathryn King  
4630 Walker  
Houston, TX 77023  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
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Benefit = False  
 
I am writing this in opposition to plans to close Polk Street thru access to downtown as part of the I59/I45 project. 
The negative impact the closure of the critical access from the East End to downtown cannot be overestimated. 
Polk Street is the only thru street into downtown that enables cyclists safely with a bike lane. Polk Street is the only 
thru street into downtown which enables East End residents to easily access the convention center and Discovery 
Green. I do not believe Leeland St is a viable option for handling the traffic currently along Polk during rush hour 
and during events at Toyota Center. Blocking access thru Polk St will cause even greater traffic gridlock in the 
convention and stadium districts during events. I support many aspects of this important project. However I 
oppose the closure of Polk St. As an east end resident I depend on Polk St for access for safe access to 
downtown , especially on bicycle. While Columbia Tap is a welcome path, fully half my trip to downtown is on Polk 
before I cane even access the trail. Polk is a direct route. The proposed closure will have immediate negative 
consequences for the residents of the rapidly growing east downtown and east end neighborhoods, as well as 
negative consequences for anyone coming to the stadiums or convention center, who will feel the traffic effects 
from gridlock during events. Removing the barrier of the Pierce Elevated is a long overdue answer to improving 
the traffic and livability in downtown and adjacent neighborhoods. Closing Polk St to the east end, however, 
accomplishes the exact opposite. I implore TXDOT to find another way to make the 59 project happening without 
closing Polk St and cutting off growing, vibrant neighborhoods from major downtown destinations.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 9:59 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Heather Greenspan  
118 Payne St  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
TxDOT's current plan for Segment 2 of the North Houston Highway Improvement Project will significantly and 
adversely impact the Germantown neighborhood. A primary objective of the North Houston Highway Improvement 
Project should be to a) not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods quality of life AND b) improve it where 
possible. As a resident of Germantown, I urge you to amend the current plan to address the following issues with 
the recommended solutions below: 1. Traffic should NOT be routed via Houston Ave. past Quitman for access to I-
45 North. ISSUES: - Houston Ave. from Quitman to Bayland is purely residential and includes a public park and 
school zone; therefore, this area should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to access I-45 northbound from 
the south. - Germantown is an old, quiet neighborhood and its narrows streets are not designed to support 
increased traffic flow of through traffic especially considering that many residents park vehicles on the street as 
garages are not prevalent. Increased traffic would create a nuisance and a safety risk to residents. SOLUTION: - 
Retain/redesign the Quitman St. on-ramp for I-45 North and route northbound traffic onto Quitman from Houston 
Ave for this on-ramp. Quitman is non-residential street that can support this traffic flow and is currently used for 
larger trucks and vehicles coming from the 1st Ward district and other traffic coming from the South. Add signage 
and other traffic control measures to encourage use of this route. - Remove North St. bridge so that it cannot be 
used as a cut through using Germantown neighborhood streets to access I-45 North. (It is a rarely use bridge). 
Secondary solution: Redesign it to be used by pedestrians ONLY. 2. Traffic should NOT be routed through North 
St. or the Woodland Heights neighborhoods to access to I-45 South. ISSUES: - Germantown and Woodland 
Heights historic districts are purely residential and include 2 historic designated neighborhoods, a City public park 
and 2 designated school zones; therefore, these neighborhoods should NOT be a thoroughfare for traffic trying to 
access I-45 Southbound. SOLUTION: - Retain the southbound on-ramp for I-45 South and redesign to meet 
TxDOT “codes”. Removal of the Bail Bonds commercial office at that location would not be opposed by the 
neighborhood. But the historic commercial building south of it should not be removed (neither are in the historic 
districts). We feel these solutions will benefit all parties: neighbors of Germantown, Woodland Heights and the 
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vehicles trying to access I-45 North and South. I-45 N access via Quitman is already an established access with 
minor design changes needed and it removes a major portion of traffic that would otherwise negatively impact 
Germantown and Woodland Heights neighborhoods. The southbound access retained north of Bayland will keep 
vehicles from having to travel through the Woodland Height historic district, via Bayland and Beauchamp (a school 
zone street) to try and get back to N. Main to access the proposed I-45 South access. 3. Expansion of I-45 will 
increase the noise levels to all residents of Germantown. ISSUES: - Increased traffic on I-45 will increase noise 
levels. - Traffic will be closer to Germantown increasing noise levels. - Existing greenery which currently provides 
some noise dampening will be removed thus increasing noise levels. RESOLUTION: - Install noise abatement 
barriers along the west side of I-45 South from Main to Quitman. These barriers should be of sufficient height and 
thickness to significantly reduce noise levels throughout Germantown. A model for this barrier would be US Hwy 
59 between Montrose and Hazard St. Thank you for your diligent efforts to improve our community and your 
attention to our concerns. --  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 10:09 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Nicola  
311 Cosmos Street  
Houston, TX, 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
As a resident of Glen Park I have the following comments in relation to the proposed works along Segement 2 (1-
10 to 610) Comments on design 1 – All bridges removed and rebuilt (Cottage St., N.Main, North St.) should be 
rebuilt as architectural-styled bridges. This section of I-45 passes thru some of the oldest districts of Houston and 
the bridges should reflect that character. They should give our neighborhood a visual identity (similar in concept to 
the “red-ball” bridges over US-59 at Mandell, Dunlavy, Woodhead, Hazard). Perhaps an artist design competition? 
2. North Street bridge should have separated wide pathways for pedestrians and cyclists. It should also have 
pedestrian friendly lighting. 3. Houston Ave. must continue to be a two-way street. 4. When the N.Main bridge is 
rebuilt, please design it to accommodate the increased traffic that will be directed there. 5. Retain the existing 610 
R.O.W. by adjusting the radius of the connector ramp that goes from I-45 northbound to 610 Eastbound, in the 
southeast quadrant of the 610 exchange. Proposed plans eliminate many recently constructed Avenue CDC 
affordable homes. Consider a double lane width, banking the roadway and lower ramp speeds by 3 - 5 MPH. 6 – 
From south of Patton (approximately Melwood St.) to south of North St., I-45 will be depressed below grade level. 
TxDOT has agreed to construct a structure that will support eventual capping of these sections. I request that this 
section is futureproofed for future capping, roads or greenspace. 7. Tree planting along east and west edges of i45 
to reduce noise and visual impact. 8. On I-45 southbound from 610, the proposed plan has only ONE (1) exit at 
Quitman. We need another exit somewhere near Cavalcade. The current plan will greatly increase traffic through 
neighborhoods by anyone whose destination is in the northern section of Segment 2. A possible location would be 
an exit immediately north of Cavalcade. If this is not feasible, place a “fly-over” exit to Patton Street above the 
proposed entry ramp from Cavalcade to southbound I-45. 9. On I-45 southbound, there is an exit for Link Road. 
Link Road is a 2 lane neighborhood street with only a stop sign. It is a local street not an arterial or collector street. 
This exit should not be at Link, it should be located closer to Cavalcade which IS designed as a major 
thoroughfare street. 10.There is a Hike and Bike Trail on Little White Oak Bayou near Quitman – any changes to 
this area must not negatively affect the trail. 11. On 610 heading west, the proposed exit is at Fulton. I request that 
the Fulton exit be removed and instead the exit ramp goes to Irvington. The Fulton intersection has significant 
delays due to the METRO train. It is probably that traffic could back-up onto the freeway due the traffic delays at 
Fulton. Irvington is designated as a Major Thoroughfare and is better engineered and designed for traffic. 
Construction comments 1. During re-construction of North Main put in place a temporary access / crossing point to 
retain flow along North main.  
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Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 

From:  
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 10:53 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Jay Blazek Crossley  
3015 Richmond Ave., Ste 201  
Houston, TX 77098  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I am writing here as the Executive Director of Houston Tomorrow, a 
nonprofit dedicated to improving the quality of life for all the people of the Houston region. While the plans to 
remove some of the transportation and economic development barriers to Downtown Houston are terrific as well 
as various smart treatments planned for the corridor, it appears this overall plan will negatively impact the Houston 
region by encouraging additional vehicle miles traveled unnecessarily. Providing additional SOV capacity in this 
corridor will have the same detrimental effects as it has had in the I-10 West corridor, a project which has now 
failed according to the stated goals. It now takes longer to travel in that corridor than before the project began, but 
unfortunately a lot more Houstonians must experience this congestion. Through the market principles of induced 
demand and the free rider effect, we know that adding SOV capacity to I-45 North will cause sprawl and cause 
Houstonians on average to increase their vehicle miles traveled. This study does not appear to have looked at any 
meaningful alternatives. What would happen in this corridor if TXDOT invested the same amount of funding in 
transit, walking, biking, complete streets, and smart growth? What would be the equity impacts of a meaningful 
different strategy compared to this concept of simply subsidizing automobile travel? How would a massively 
improved system of regional Bus Rapid Transit improve this corridor versus subsidizing additional driving? A 
regional Bus Rapid Transit strategy would mean taking our existing HOV Park and Ride service, providing 
dedicated lanes directly into our major job centers across the region, and providing direct connectors from the 
HOV lane to all destinations. A regional Bus Rapid Transit strategy would mean any managed lanes would have to 
actually be managed with market principles to ensure a free flowing lane for HOV and bus use. Did TXDOT 
consider the credit based congestion tolling model for all lanes of freeway as proposed by the Texas A&M 
Transportation Institute? What would the impact on vehicle miles traveled, equity, and congestion be of such an 
approach versus the subsidizing SOV travel approach? The plans to remove Pierce Elevated and cap the new 
combined 45/59 are terrific. However, these good plans do not necessitate adding SOV capacity to these 
corridors. These plans should be pursued without adding more lanes, but instead installing meaningful regional 
bus rapid transit capacity, traffic demand management strategies, increasing the connectivity of the street grid, 
and other strategies that will reduce the need for SOV travel. Can TXDOT find a way to pursue this plan without 
the direct connectors continuing to mar the western side of Downtown and continuing to reduce property values in 
this crucial strip of the Houston region? Have all impact models used the 2040 Houston - Galveston Area 
Forecasts? We know that the HGAC forecasts assume that all roads shown in the 2040 Regional Transportation 
Plan will be built, including a massive campaign of subsidizing SOV travel across the region. The land use and 
population growth maps reflect this one sided strategy, showing a region that unnecessarily spreads out . Has 
TXDOT considered any potential scenario of not adding such massive sov capacity and instead using a balanced, 
multi-modal transportation approach with any reasonable alternative forecasts for population growth and land use 
scenarios? Does the No Build Scenario presented in this study essentially assume that the induced sprawl 
housing will occur even if we don't further subsidize SOV travel in this corridor? How will this proposed investment 
impact the ability of low income Houstonians to access jobs via transit? How will this proposed investment impact 
future flooding, including the indirect impacts on wetlands of all of the induced development that will occur as a 
result? How many acres of farmland will be lost as a result of this proposed investment? How much will vehicle 
miles traveled increase as a result of this proposed investment?  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 10:56 pm 
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To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

 

  

Jay Blazek Crossley  
3015 Richmond Ave., Ste 201  
Houston, TX 77098  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. I am commenting here as the Co-Chair of the Houston Coalition for 
Complete Streets. The Houston Coalition for Complete Streets is composed of diverse groups of Houstonians that 
all see the benefits to their mission of making the streets of Houston safer for all users, regardless of age, ability, 
or mode of transport. The coalition works to support policies and programs that result in schools, parks, libraries, 
museums, and businesses connected to residents through transit, sidewalks, bikeways, and cars. We are 
interested in the proposed North Houston Highway Improvement Project and the impact it may have on the ability 
of Houston streets to work for all users. In order to address our concerns we proposed the below 
recommendations. Thank you for your consideration. Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities: 1. Build a shared use path 
- not a shared motor and bicycle vehicle lane on feeder roads. We strongly oppose building a shared bicycle lane 
on the feeder road. The high speeds on feeder roads make them inappropriate for a standard bicycle lane or 
shared bicycle lane (sharrow) or having bicycles use a shoulder. Please see the NACTO reference on sharrow 
usage. (http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/bikeway-signing-marking/shared-lane-markings/) Having 
bicycles in the roadway like this will lead to traffic fatalities. Instead build a 10’ - 15’ shared use path along feeder 
roads. This provides a much safer more user friendly alternative. It ultimately will be less expensive as well, as it 
will lead to fewer fatalities and will not require the heavy reinforcement a road bed would require Trail design - 
building a shared use path with minor curves and plantings along it will enhance the user experience as well as 
mitigate noise pollution. 2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossings. Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle crossing at 
every underpass and overpass. Freeways should not be impenetrable barriers to bikes and pedestrians. They 
should be an integrated part of Houston’s transportation system – per federal policy as referenced above. 
Freeways should never inhibit Houston’s ability to develop other modes of transportation, such as transit, bicycle 
and walking. Further development of additional modes of transportation will increase mobility, health and safety, 
and decrease congestion. HCCS is concerned about TxDOT’s poor track record of building high-speed feeder 
roads in urban areas with little to no accommodation for safe crossings of these barriers to allow non-vehicular 
neighborhood and park accessibility. Build all bayou crossings to either incorporate trails or leave them “trail 
ready” with 10 foot wide benches. Design freeway crossings taking future trails into account and leave these areas 
trail-ready to maximize efficiency of the public dollar. Ensure that surface street bridges accommodate space for 
pedestrians and bicyclists. If the bridges are high speed, over 35 mph, then accommodations to create safe 
crossing for peds/bikes must be built, either shared use side paths or protected bike lanes and sidewalks. TxDOT 
should not build facilities where cyclists and vehicles share the road over long bridges across interstates. 3. 
Access During Construction: Maintain bayou and trail accessibility during construction. It is critical that accessibility 
is maintained during construction. This project area passes through the heavily used White Oak Bayou trail which 
is used for both commuting and recreation. As TxDOT is aware, there must be accommodations made for existing 
users during construction. HCCS is concerned about TxDOT’s poor track record in this regard. Storm Water 
Facilities Storm water facilities should be built for multiple uses: 1. Build detention areas to be dual use by building 
stable and accessible trail benches along high banks. These areas should be designed for public use and a 
master interlocal agreement with either City or County should facilitate this use without expensive individual legal 
cost. 2. Build detention areas to clean road-polluted water with cleansing ponds and other filtration techniques in 
order to mitigate adverse water quality impact of roadway 3. Build road drainage systems to remove (filter) all 
debris and trash generated by the road before drainage reaches the creek and bayou systems in order to mitigate 
adverse water quality impact of roadway 4. Design adequate freeway verges to allow significant tree plantings 
along all roadways to mitigate the adverse visual, audible and air quality impacts. Use only native tree and native 
large shrubs to mitigate adverse impacts on habitat and to ensure cost effectiveness thru long life of plantings and 
reduced mowing. 5. Provide simple signage equivalent to river crossings at major bayou crossings (Buffalo, White 
Oak). Sincerely, The Houston Coalition for Complete Streets  
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From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 11:10 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

Katy Emde  
6033 Glen Cove  
Houston, Texas 77007  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Here are my comments regarding section 2 of the I-45 project. I believe there are serious flaws in the plan, flaws 
that will seriously affect businesses and homeowners on both sides of I-45 between I-10 and 610. This new plan 
takes out all the exit ramps on the east side of I-45 between I-10 and 610 except for an exit ramp to North Main. 
The idea that everyone who wants to go to the neighborhoods and businesses on both the east and west sides of 
I-45 must exit at North Main is outrageous. First of all, this project, if constructed as planned, will create a 
hazardous driving situation. All those who take I-45 north off of I-10 heading east will have only 1/4 mile to cross 
four lanes of traffic. That situation exists now, but it will be made worse since you are forcing those who normally 
get off at Patton or Cavalcade to make that dangerous crossing of 4 lanes, so many, many more people will be 
placed at risk on a regular basis. Secondly, removing all but one off ramp on I-45 north on the east side will create 
a traffic nightmare at North Main, traffic there will triple. Then drivers will have to stop again at Patton and then 
again at Cavalcade. You will be causing a huge loss of time for a large number of people who live and work in that 
area. The same holds true for those travelling into the neighborhoods from I-45 south. I see only one off ramp on 
the west side. That again will lower property tax values since you are making the neighborhoods inaccessible. 
Homeowners and business owners will be stuck at intersection after intersection, and traffic at the first intersection 
will be another nightmare. It is unfair of TxDot to lower the quality of life in these neighborhoods. The people who 
live and work here do not deserve to have their life made worse in order to speed up the commute of those who 
live in the Woodlands. This plan needs more off ramps and on ramps. The same holds true for the loss of the on 
ramp for I-45 north at Cavalcade - it is hard to tell how many intersections one will have to drive through in order to 
get onto I-45 north from Cavalcade. How can anyone think that this is fair to the residents and businesses in that 
area? I have heard that you took away the off ramps and on ramps because you told locals that you wouldn't take 
any land for this project. However, you are taking land on the west side so you have already crossed that line. I 
would hate it if you took my property, however, in this instance where very, very small areas will be needed, one 
must consider the good for the largest number of people - this is not like taking hundreds of acres from ranchers 
and dividing and ruining their ranches. Maybe it would work to lose the Patton off ramp, east side, but it certainly 
doesn't work to lose the Cavalcade off ramp, east side since Cavalcade is a very busy street, and needs it own off 
ramps and on ramps. You will be responsible for reducing the property values of those in the neighborhood since 
their neighborhoods will have become so inaccessible and traffic nightmares and that alone makes this a badly 
conceived project. Those people driving into town should not take precedence when planning for the future. Those 
who live in the city and work in the city need to be protected, as well. I ask that you bring back all of the off ramps 
and the on ramps that have been removed from the I-45 project, section 2, because the way the plan is now, 
increasing the number of people who have to cross 4 lanes of traffic in 1/4 mile increases a hazardous situation 
and losing the off ramps and on ramps between I-10 and 610 will waste lots of gas and will lower the quality of life 
in the adjoining neighborhoods. Thank you for your consideration. Katy Emde, 713-628-7575 6033 Glen Cove, 
77007, plus property owner in the area, 1203 E. 27th, 77009  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Sun, May 31, 2015 11:43 pm 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

Stephanie Jones  
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Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
1610 Sage Street  
Houston, TX 77009  

  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
I serve as the Executive Director of Preservation Houston, and we have worked with TXDOT's historic 
preservation consultant to identify key historic districts and neighborhoods that could be impacted by the I-45 
expansion. As you know from that exploration, I-45 runs through every major historic neighborhood in Houston, 
Texas, and while the footprint of the highway will not be able to expand, certainly the impact of a double layered 
highway will increase noise and elements of interference with the quiet environments associated with family and 
neighborhood friendly historic parts of Houston. I am not writing to you at this point as a representative of 
Preservation Houston. At this time, I'm writing to you as a concerned resident and homeowner in Stanley 3 Acres, 
which exists within the Woodland Heights area of Houston, Texas. From the proposed changes to I-45 with the 
ensuing closure of the entrance to I-45 South from Houston Avenue, my greatest concern is that this will cause 
drivers to find alternate routes to access North Main Street for the sole access to I-45 South from our area. The 
nearest access point will be on Beauchamp Street, which goes directly past the very small quiet and residential 
street where I reside. When recent modifications were being made to White Oak, my neighbors and friends found 
that people were going incredibly fast and cutting through on Beauchamp and surrounding narrow residential 
streets, including my own, to avoid construction. This is dangerous for neighborhood children and pets and gave 
some insight into what could potentially happen if drivers were unable to access I-45 from Houston Avenue. 
Houston Avenue is a mixed usage street with a combination of commercial and residential buildings. Woodland 
Park is on Houston Avenue and the street itself is a much larger street. It allows for more traffic by virtue of its 
expanded size. Beauchamp Street, however, is a much narrower street and strictly residential, not to mention the 
fact that it is the street that features one of Houston's most prominent elementary schools, Travis Elementary. I 
hope that you will reconsider the changes to be made along Houston Avenue. On a separate matter, I would like 
to endorse the reuse of Pierce Elevated as a park. I think that the concept is a visionary one, and capitalizes on 
the importance of green space in our concrete filled landscape. It would be much more effective to use the 
concrete of Pierce Elevated to provide recreational spaces and access for members of our community without 
tearing down the concrete to go into landfills. As we work to redevelop areas along our bayous and to re-purpose 
Harris County's Astrodome as an indoor park, I cannot help but think that this too would serve as a wonderful jewel 
among our green parks and spaces in our bold and wonderful city. Thank you for your time and consideration.  

 

 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:  dave_garrett@yahoo.com 
Date:  Mon, Jun 01, 2015 12:04 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 
 

  

 

David Garrett  
302 Fairbanks St.  
Houston  
dave_garrett@yahoo.com  
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
 
Following are my comments on the proposed project. Segment 2 - I-10 to 610: - Houston Ave. should continue to 
be a two-way street. The proposed changes will have the effect of diverting traffic onto nearby neighborhood 
streets that are ill-equipped to handle it. - The proposed elimination of exit and entrance ramps to I-45 is 
unacceptable. Cavalcade should continue to have exit and entrance ramps rather than forcing all traffic to exit at 
Link. Link should not have traffic diverted to it as it is a 2-lane road through a residential area and is not equipped 
to handle a large increase in traffic. - Rebuilding this segment of I-45 so that it is below grade is recommended. 
Segment 3 (Downtown): - I cannot support removal of the Pierce Elevated. It is always better to have multiple 
routes of access rather than one centralized location, which is exactly what the proposed rerouting of I-45 into a 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
1610 Sage Street  
Houston, TX 77009  
saejones@gmail.com 
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  

I serve as the Executive Director of Preservation Houston, and we have worked with TXDOT's historic 
preservation consultant to identify key historic districts and neighborhoods that could be impacted by the I-45 
expansion. As you know from that exploration, I-45 runs through every major historic neighborhood in Houston, 
Texas, and while the footprint of the highway will not be able to expand, certainly the impact of a double layered 
highway will increase noise and elements of interference with the quiet environments associated with family and 
neighborhood friendly historic parts of Houston. I am not writing to you at this point as a representative of 
Preservation Houston. At this time, I'm writing to you as a concerned resident and homeowner in Stanley 3 Acres, 
which exists within the Woodland Heights area of Houston, Texas. From the proposed changes to I-45 with the 
ensuing closure of the entrance to I-45 South from Houston Avenue, my greatest concern is that this will cause 
drivers to find alternate routes to access North Main Street for the sole access to I-45 South from our area. The 
nearest access point will be on Beauchamp Street, which goes directly past the very small quiet and residential 
street where I reside. When recent modifications were being made to White Oak, my neighbors and friends found 
that people were going incredibly fast and cutting through on Beauchamp and surrounding narrow residential 
streets, including my own, to avoid construction. This is dangerous for neighborhood children and pets and gave 
some insight into what could potentially happen if drivers were unable to access I-45 from Houston Avenue. 
Houston Avenue is a mixed usage street with a combination of commercial and residential buildings. Woodland 
Park is on Houston Avenue and the street itself is a much larger street. It allows for more traffic by virtue of its 
expanded size. Beauchamp Street, however, is a much narrower street and strictly residential, not to mention the 
fact that it is the street that features one of Houston's most prominent elementary schools, Travis Elementary. I 
hope that you will reconsider the changes to be made along Houston Avenue. On a separate matter, I would like 
to endorse the reuse of Pierce Elevated as a park. I think that the concept is a visionary one, and capitalizes on 
the importance of green space in our concrete filled landscape. It would be much more effective to use the 
concrete of Pierce Elevated to provide recreational spaces and access for members of our community without 
tearing down the concrete to go into landfills. As we work to redevelop areas along our bayous and to re-purpose 
Harris County's Astrodome as an indoor park, I cannot help but think that this too would serve as a wonderful jewel 
among our green parks and spaces in our bold and wonderful city. Thank you for your time and consideration.  

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Jun 01, 2015 12:04 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

David Garrett  
302 Fairbanks St.  
Houston  

 
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  

Following are my comments on the proposed project. Segment 2 - I-10 to 610: - Houston Ave. should continue to 
be a two-way street. The proposed changes will have the effect of diverting traffic onto nearby neighborhood 
streets that are ill-equipped to handle it. - The proposed elimination of exit and entrance ramps to I-45 is 
unacceptable. Cavalcade should continue to have exit and entrance ramps rather than forcing all traffic to exit at 
Link. Link should not have traffic diverted to it as it is a 2-lane road through a residential area and is not equipped 
to handle a large increase in traffic. - Rebuilding this segment of I-45 so that it is below grade is recommended. 
Segment 3 (Downtown): - I cannot support removal of the Pierce Elevated. It is always better to have multiple 
routes of access rather than one centralized location, which is exactly what the proposed rerouting of I-45 into a 
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
"spine" configuration on the east side of downtown with other major highways would accomplish. Multiple, 
distributed routes of access greatly reduce the chance of a single major traffic incident essentially shutting down 
through highway traffic for all of the downtown area, and gives commuters more options in the event that one of 
the routes is blocked by such an incident.  

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Jun 01, 2015 12:05 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

Abby Harrison  
712 Caplin St  
Houston TX 77022  

 
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  

I am upset at the following proposed changes: 1) several existing onramps (Quitman and Allen Parkway 
especially) to I45 are are taken away but not replaced. a) this means that remaining onramps (which to already are 
busy) will get worse because the traffic will not have alternatives b) or the alternative is to drive a mile south and a 
mile back to be able to reach the point where the onramp from AP would place you. This means increased 
pollution, wear and tear on cars and more money paid for gas as the price rises. c) taking away Quitman means 
that cars must take North Main to get on. To the east, the traffic already has constraints by the train (1 lane each 
side), dips for flooding - we know Houston has flooding problems, and then the bayou to the south = very limited 
ways to get onto the freeway system from the Northside, Near Northside. It just seems crazy to talk about building 
all this increased access and then take away some of the existing onramps to the freeway system and then think 
there won't be huge traffic problems. When I talked with someone at the meeting, they seemed to not be happy 
that I mentioned my concerns. I was told that everyone wants an exit at the end of their street. I don't. These are 
not at the end of any of my streets. What I do want is all the onramps that we have, all are there when you are 
done building because these onramps are used daily. Taking them away means that the traffic will get worst in 
already busy spots. No one will ever say that these onramps are perfectly designed. But they get used because 
the alternatives are not working well for the driver. The other potential problem I see is how Hardy enters the 
freeway system, or more importantly, fails to. Hardy comes in to I45 south towards 288. And that's it. No access to 
I10. If you are going to add Hardy to I45 south, why not allow access to I10 east and west/I45 north? I45 south is 
not the only freeway which gets trucks. Otherwise, the trucks have to go out of their way which increases prices, 
gas, wear and tear ... so on. Thank you.  

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Jun 01, 2015 9:01 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

Wendy Heger  
9906 Cliffwood Dr.  
Houston, TX 77096  

 
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  
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North Houston Highway Improvement Program 
Web site public comments for the 4th Public Meeting Series April 23, 28, and 30, 2015 

Comment Period March 24 through May 31, 2015 
Please keep the Pierce Skypark concept as an option. 

Subject:  Comment from NHHIP website 
From:   
Date:  Mon, Jun 01, 2015 10:19 am 

To:  comments@ih45northandmore.com 

Tyler Nagai  
7777 Greenbriar  
Houston, TX 77030  

 
Employed = False  
Business = False  
Benefit = False  

There is an incredible opportunity now to create an unparalleled design for the City of Houston. A pedestrian 
promenade, similar in nature to NYC's highly successful High Line, would re-connect the downtown to midtown 
and to its roots- the bayou. Houston has historically had little concern and thought for the pedestrian. This re-
purposing of the Pierce Elevated would forever change that in a once-in-a-lifetime decision and design. Houston 
has given itself the chance to do something truly innovative- globally.  
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